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AD the Writer, | whoſe 


tO examine, 


N * IF. = NN 


wou'd either have fot 


Things in the Obſervations had perhaps been 


puſhat farther than what the Author, 


A 2 t 


laſt Remarks T am going 
DN conſulted 5 
=; the Reputation of Chri- 

I ftianity, or his own, he 


lowed the Advice I ad- 
dreſſed to him, and have 
5 retracteũ the moſt obnoxious Parts of his 
former Pieces, or have remained at leaſt- fi- 
lent, in hopes that the candid and benevo- 
lent Reader, who had not thoroughly exa- 
mined the Merits of the Debate, might 
have been inclined to think chat ſeveral 
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againſt whom they were wrote, could in his 
true Intentions, have given juſt Occaſion to 
believe concerning him: But never cou'd it 
have been imagined, that had this Gentle- 
man judged it fit to make any Reply, it 
ſhould have been of ſuch a Nature, as to 
open his Mind more clearly concerning thoſe * 
very Errors that have been charged upon 
him; that he ſhould avow them all, and * 
make ſuch Explications of the old, and ſuch 
flagrant Additions of new Abſurdities, that 
I fear it will now be thought as impractica- 
ble for him to make any real Retractation, 
as it would be vain in me any more to adviſe 
him to it. VFC 
But from the Papers which lie before me, 
I am fully ſatisfied that no Reader, the 
moſt candid, or the moſt careleſs, will 
think I have charged in my former Addreſs, 
any one Sentiment upon him, which he has 
not fince repeated, and given too juſt 
| Grounds to believe that he meant in the 
JF ſeveral Preces I was then examining. _ 
1 And I muſt own I flattered my ſelf, that 
he wou'd not have been inclined in any 
new Performance, to exceed the profane 
Inſinuations in his former; that he could 
not have excelled himſelf in falſe Quota- 
tions, in Abuſe and Calumny; I do not 
mean upon my ſelf (for that gives me little 
Concern) but upon the moſt diſtinguiſhed 
Vindicators of Chriſtianity, and all 8 


ä 4." ls 2 


11 

Favourers and Abertors, that is indeed, up 
on all the truly Orthodox Clerg bY of he 5 
Church, and every Governor of it; all of 
whom have approved and encouraged thofe 
Vindications, and ſome of them, may their 
Names be for ever bleſſed, Have nobly ſtood 
in the Front in this Day of Tryal. 
As to my own Concern in this good 
Cauſe, it will be enough for me, if with 
this Author's Permiſſion, I continue in the 
humble Poſt he has aſſigned me, even in 
the loweſt Rank of Controverſial Writers, 
P. 4, 14. proud that I can divert what is his 
ſtrongeſt Artillery, his Scandal and ill Lan- 
guage from reaching worthier Perſons. 

And fince he is pleaſed with ſome Mirth 
to throw the Obſervations into the Form of 
a Tryal, &c. p. 37. I readily join Iſſue with 
him; and as he has made his Defence, 
claim the Right of a Proſecutor in making 
a Reply; Ds; if I can invalidate all his ma- 
terial Exceptions, which I am fully per- 
ſuaded may eaſily be done, then the original 
Charge will be judged to remain in full 
Force by all impartial Examiners. 
But before I diſmiſs this happ y Allufion, 

as no doubt he hitherto thinks it, Lein- 

not but obſerve, that the ſtumbling upon 

ſuch an unlucky Image, ſeems ſomethinę 


ominous to the Remarker himſelf; fince 


from the Nature and Tendency of his late 
courſe of Studies, it is not en but 
he 


[6] 
| he may, one Day or other, help to adorn 
| _ thoſe Monthly Regiſters of famous Men; 
which, I believe, wou'd make him leſs L 
merry for the future, on the Head of 1 
Sgſions- Papers. 3 
| -:. AMIE Galcbrated Papers, as I find by the | ] 
1 Trial, &c. of Mr. Richard Burridge, * printed Þ 
| 1712, have not been altogether ſilent in 
* Caſes that bear ſome Reſemblance with his 
own; and ſince he has given the Han- 
dle, it will not, I dare ſay, be judged im- 
| proper to take Notice, that the fame Sta- 
tute upon which that Gentleman was con- 
„ victed of Blaſphemy, is equally enaQted *' 
| againſt the Denial of the divine Authority 
1 of the Holy Scriptures; for therein it 15 
eęgnacted, That ſuch Perſons as have made Pro- 
. Feaſion of the Chriſtian Religion, ( which our 
| Author till does) and ſhall by Writin 1 
| deny the Holy Scriptures of the Old bs New 
* Teſtament to be of divine Authority, and be 
---- thereof lawfully convicted, ſhall for the firſts 
'$ Q ence be incapable to have or enjoy any 
wh Offices or Employments , FRE efiaſtical, Civil 
| .or Abrhitary, Nc, 0, 10. #, 3. , 32. 
Againſt the Deſign and Intention of this 
AR, our Remarker, by Miriting and Print- 
ing, has maintained in ſo many Words 
* The Tryal is related by Mr. Richard Burridge himſelf in 
4 Pampblet called Religio Libertini, or the Faith of a con- 
verted Atheiſt, in which is contained his Recantation, & . 


And at the Jame time was publifped the Qrainary's Sermon upon 
the Occafie on. Bab printed for Sata. e 1712. 


(=. 
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(as a Relief, it ſeems, for ſome Intervals of 


Leiſure, p. 37.) that the Character of In- 


ſpiration, ſuperadded to the Goſpels, (which 
is the ſole Character, by which they have 


hitherto been judged to be of divine Au- 


thority ) caſts an air of Tmpoſture over the | 


e, Pp. I. 
If his Name fhou'd not always continue à 
Secret, as he ſeems to hope it will not, 


( Def. p. 3.) and if he ſhou'd ſtill go on 


ts open his Mind a little more fully, as he 
ſeems well inclined to do, it will be owing . 


to the Clemency of thoſe very Men, whom 


he ridicules and ſets at Defiance, that the 


World will not be obliged with @ real 
| Trial and Conviction of a notorious In- 
=O 8 

And for my own Part, I faithfully aſſure 


him, that it is far from my Intention to 
promote any Proſecution but of Reaſon 


and Argument againſt him; and therefore 


without aggravating the Matter, leave it 
with him and the Reader, and paſs on to 


the next obvious Reflection, which is the 
extream Senſibility of this Writer, who frets 
and raves in every Period, as if conſtantly 
touch'd to the quick. His Charge upon me 

of being an Infidel p. 7. makes not the leaſt 
 Impreſfion, I heartily thank him for it: How 


comes it then to go ſo deep as to himſelf? 


now come his Complaints to be ſo loud up- 
on this Article? The reaſon is, this is his ten- 


der 
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der Part, it will not bear the Touch, and de- 


monſtrates that he begins to feel, What every 


Body ſuſpected, that all is not ſound within; 
and tn tho' his new. Friends, if he don't 


abuſe them, value him the more for his pious 


Aſſertion, that the Goſpels are not inſpired, p.2 1. 
and think him the ſounder Chriſtian for it, 
yet that it may ſtill be mace a queſtion Whe⸗ | 


ther he is one or not. 


But before I enter upon the Remarks, 1 


beg Leave to make this Profeſſion once for 
all, that I ſhould be much concerned to have 


miſrepreſented either this Author or any Man 


in the World; and ſhould I be proved to have 
done this by him, as I am ſure he has by the 
Chriſtian Religion, I would moſt gladly em- 


brace the firſt Opportunity of doing, what I 


exhorted him to do, i. e. make a publick _ 
Amends by a cordial Recantation. Or hadi 
ſtood fingle in my Opinion of his Perfor- 
mances, or if ſeveral learned and judicious 
Writers had not publickly declared the ſame 
Sentiments concerning them, I ſhould, as 1 


ought, have been diffident of my own Cen- 
ſures. But when every Body I could converſe 


with ſaw the evil Tendency of his Notions as 
well as my ſelf; when upon a careful Re- | 


examination of his Papers, and a diligent 


Review of my own, I cannot obſerve that I 


have made the leaſt uncharitable Cenſure, 


or drawn a ſingle Concluſion that the Pre- 
miſes would not ſtrictly bear, he muſt par- 


. gon. 


. 


ſure of his pernicious Principles. 


19 5 


don me, if in complaiſance to a Man, who 


diſcovers none at all to others, I depart not 


from the Truth; though I ſhould have been 
heartily rejoiced upon his Account, had he 
returned ſuch an Anſwer as might not have 
juſtified yet a more ſevere and certain Cen- 

As to the many pointed and ſarcaſtical Ex- 
preſſions, in which this Writer chiefly ſhines, 
I will only beg leave that they may paſs in 
review before us, and for this ſole Reaſon, 


that the Reader may bear me witneſs I hear- 


tily forgive them all; ſuch as, '@ virulent and 
malicious Invective, p. . one who is below ha- 


ving the Charge of Inſidelity proved upon him, 


tha it might be done by plain and evident Prin- 


ciples, p.7. ſuch as, inveterate Spite, Malice, and 
the want of every Chriſtian Grace — wretched, 
contemptible, malicious, wicked Performance, 


p. 14. traized and diſciplined in all the Arts of 


Scolding, p. 18. of a true Popiſb Spirit, that 


would draw him in to recant, and then burn 
him, make him blaſpheme, and then ſtab him, 


F. 39. Where by the by, b/a/pheming is put for 


the fame as recauting his Infidel Notions. 
To ſhorten the Lift, and paſs over many of 


the like Elegancies, Rancour, holy Furv, Bit 


terneſs of Spirit, p. 39. deadly V. enom aud MI 


chief covered by a Mask of Piety, p. 40. and for 


the parting Blow, a Pharijce ! not a jot behind 


thoſe old Phariſees who devoured Widows Howſes, 


(10). 


— Whoſe Month is not more ou to pray than 


1 is to devour. 


If the Reader will nt him for this ſort 
of Language, and he can pardon himſelf, I 


can tell him as to my own part, there is no 


Harm done; nay, I think I have reaſon to 
be proud that I am treated like the be/t Cham- 


pions, as he calls them, of Religion and Ortho- 
doxy; and hope, if he writes any more, he 


will beſtow even more Favours of this r 


upon me, which T eſteem his beſt Panegy- 
rick; for as ſome Writers have the Art of 


couching Compliments under Expreſſions | 


that at firſt view carry the Appearance of 
Satire, ſo it is this Gentleman's Talent to 


recommend whilſt he rails, and to raiſe the 
Character that he labours to depreſs. = 
But having ſaid thus much by way of Pre- 


face, I come now to examine the ſeveral Ex- 


ceptions which he makes to my Obſervations ; 
and ſhall take them for the moſt part in his 


own Ger $ 


I. The 3 firſt obſerves, þ. 3. the 


Letter to Dr. W. had been publiſhed near three 
Tears, and the Controverſy that followed it quite 


over, and almoſt forgotten, when theſe Obſer- 


_ vations upon it appeared in Print. 


The former Part of this Remark I will 
adit to be true, if near three Years ſhall be 


allowed to be a proper way of expreſſing b 


Years and one Quarter, for that was the ut- 
moſt 


E 

moſt diſtance between he Letter and the Ob 
ſervations. But the Controverſy was quite over, 
and almoſt forgotten: So far from being quite 
over, that no leſs than nine Pieces of others a, 
and three of his own, have been publiſhed | 
either ſince his Letter to Dr. V. or fince my 
Addreſs to him; however, 7? was almoſt for- 
gotten; no, it never will be forgotten, his 
Name will be handed down to Poſterity in 
the Liſt of the Sp:;noza's, Hobbs's, and other 
ſuch memorable Worthies; ; forgiven it may 
be, provided he will follow my Advice, and 
retract his Errors, or give ſome equivalent 
Satisfaction, adequate Fit can be to the Miſ- 
chief he has done: I ſay, zf it can be; for 
the Misfortune that attends the publiſhing 
of ſuch pernicious Books and Notions, is 
like that of giving bad Examples, but more 
ſpreading and durable, it diffuſes itſelf thro' 
whole Kingdoms, and defcends to lateſt Po- 


5 1. A Reply to the Letter, publiſhed Jan. 1730- . 

. A Reply to the Defence, publiſhed Jan. 1731-2. 
Remarks by Philobl. Cantabr. publiſhed March 1731-2. 
Reflections on the Letter and Defence, printed by 

FJ. Watts, 1732. 
An Anſwer to the Letter in relation to the Point of 
Circumciſion, Ec. 
- An Examination of the Sketch, or Plan of an 1 : 
Sc. by J. Clarke, 1733. | 

The Preface to the firit Pals * Dr. Berriman's 

„ Gradual Revelation of the Goſpel, &c. 1733. = 

Revelation examin'd with Candor, c. 1732. in which | 

the Letter-Writer is occaſionally animadverted upon. 

. Celſus Triamphatus, or Mojes vindicated, &c. by E. Un- 

derhiil, Vicar of mn, E ex, 1732. 


B 2 ſterity. 
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[ 72 ] 
ſterity. But ſtill he goes on in the ſame _ 
Strain, © There ſeemed little Prudence in revi- 
© wing a Debate that had been managed with 
*« ſo much Heat. The latter Part of this 
Reflection is not altogether true, unleſs he 
will take all the Heat to himſelf; for never 
could an Adverſary proceed more cooly than 
the learned Author of the fπ]i˙ Replies; and 


as to the Prudence of it, the Iflue of the De- 


bate muſt ſhew that: But I fear he himſelf 
has irrecoverably loſt all Title to Prudence 
by opening his Mind in ſuch a flagrant man- 
ner: And upon the whole, had the Contro- 
verſy ſlept never ſo long, and the Author of 
it neither confuted his Adverſaries, nor given 
Satisfaction to the World about the Points in 
debate, has not evety Man a Right to pub- 
liſh his Sentiments according to his own Rea- 
ſoning, p. 30? unleſs he will urge, that tho 


ſome Men have a Right to canvats the ſettled I 


Opinions of Religion, yet others have no 
Right to defend them. Bur in ſhort, if the 
Ob/ervator wanted to be ſatisfied himfelt 
how Fictions, proper Fable and Lying were 
reconcilable with divine Revelation, or to 
- convince others that they were irreconcilable, 
it was neceſſary to bring the Debate to a final 
Iſſue, and therefore, I hope, not imprudent 
to revive it. 8 


2. And having, I truſt, ſuſficiently juſti- 
fied the Prudence of my writing at all, I 
5 7 1 come 


(13 ] 

come next to vindicate myſelf as to the Man- 
ner and the Matter I made choice of in do- 
ing it; his Exception to which in the firſt 
| place 1s, 

That he finds no Argument of Ledrning, 2 
Point of Religion treated in the Obſervations 1 
nothing by which the Fogg”; cb be enter- 
tained or ediſied, p. 4. Which if it were. 
true, muſt be ond to that Meaſure of 
Learning and Religion, that this Writer 
had given me Occaſion to ſpeak about: It 
was his own Learning and Religion, that 
made the Subject of my Addreſs; 7. e. to 
prove that the Uſe he had made of that lit- 
tle Learning he ſhews in his three Perfor- 
mances, tended to the Prejudice of Religion, 
to the unſettling the Minds of the pious, 
and to the hardning of the impious; and 
from thence to raiſe a ſolid Argument to 
him, that he ought to recant; which had 
he done, he had edified the Public, and en- 
tertained it too more by that, than by all 
the Arguments of Learning, or Points of 

Religion, that ever he has or will treat, as 
long as he lives: However, if by Learning 
he means concluſive Reaſons, ſupported by 
proper Authorities, J can obforve there was 
enough of that to make him, inſtead of 
_ anſwering, fall to railing; a certain Sign 


that he had nothing more ſolid to oppoſe to 
what I had ſaid. 


But 
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1 
But as to Points of Religion, tis hard to 
ſay what this Author, who aſſerts it a thing 


indifferent to believe, or not to believe, p. 12. 
will admit to be a Point of Religion. In 
my Obſervations, the Inſpiration of the 
| Scriptures, the Miſſion Me/es had from 


God, two of the Corner Stones both of the 


Jewiſh and Chriſtian Religion; the Immo- 
rality of political lying; and many other 
Things, which common Chriſtians think 

Points of Religion, were treated of as fully 
as the Caſe required, and enough to ſhew 
the Neceſſity of the Concluſion I pretended 


to draw from them; which our Author, 
I fear, with all his Cunning, will NEVET be 
able to evade. = 


| The next 1 is, that the Obſer- 


vator * paints him out ſo abandoned, that it 
© 7s not poſſible for him to believe a Gd; r 
which he refers to p. 23, and p. 39. But 
what ſort of Proof do theſe Places Schibit! 2 
In one it is ſaid, Can any one believe that 


© God governs the W, orld, and talk at this 
* inconſiſtent Rate?” In the other, You 


cc diveſt us at once, both of the 8 ufficiency "8 

©. Reaſon, and of the Certainty of Revela- 
tion; and leave Men to act and be governed 

e by Machivilian Schemes, without God in 


« the World. 
All that can juſtly be inferred from help 


Words, is, that the Remarker' s Notions are 
OE _ 


151 
ſaid in their Conſequences to exclude a di- 
vine Providence from the Government of 
the World; which is all that was intended, 
or that the Words will naturally bear, and 
which I {till think is the neceſſary Conſe- 
quence of the Notions advanced in the Let- 
ter, &c. And my Reaſon for ſo thinking 
is this: He who charges Fictions upon 
| Moſes, and juſtifies him for pretending God's 
Authority without any real Commiſſion , 
muſt look upon God as an idle Spectator 
of the Actions of Men; which is in Fact 
excluding his Providence, and introducing 
the Tricks and Artifices of Men, as neceſ- 
ſary for the right Government of the 
World; which is at the ſame time but an 
uncourtlike Compliment to the Bulk of 
Mankind; ſince it ſuppoſes them to be ſuch 
unthinking and almoſt irrational Creatures, as 
are only to be governed by being impoſed upon. 


4. The very next Line furniſhes another 
Inſtance of Miſrepreſentation; He allows 
that I have argued againſt the Infidel Plan 
in a manner ſtrictly concluſive, p. 6. I 
allow no ſuch Thing; but only, “ that his 
“ Reaſoning againſt the Infidel Plan was an 
Argument ad hominem, and ſtrictly con- 
cluſive againſt the Author of it: But there 
is a wide Difference between an Argu- 
ment ſtrictly concluſive in general, and 
ſtrictly concluſive ad hominem; one only 

8 1 con- 
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confutes the Man it is uſed againſt ; the 
other is framed to convince all Mankind. 


And I appeal to the Remarker himſelf, whe- 
ther he does not think it poſſible for any 


one to believe the Force of his Argument 


againſt that Author, and yet at the fame 


time to disbelieve the Truth of Chriſtianity, 
And let the Reader judge, what a diſinge- 
nuous Corruption of my Words is here 


made by an Omiſſion, which totally alters 


the Senſe, and makes me allow, that an Ar- 
gument ad hominem, is the fame in Effect, 
as an Argument to eſtabliſh the Truth of 


Chriſtianity. 


- But certainly the Conduct of that Au- 
thor may be unreaſonable, and likewiſe the 


Scheme of Chriſtianity,” in ſome Mens Opi- 


nion; therefore to ſhew the Folly of oc, 
is far from eſtabliſhing the Truth of the 
other; and conſequently the following Re- 
mark, © there was ſome ground to think that 
* he could not be in the ſame Sentiments with 
« tbe Man he was confuting,” is not ſo ac- 

curate as might be expected from this 
Chaſtiſer of Blunders in others. : 
J never affirmed that he was in the ſame 
way of Thinking with that Gentleman, but 
on the other hand firmly believed that he 
was in a much worſe ; Obſerv. p. 39. And as 
there are two ſorts of Infidels, one for en- 


great 


tirely rooting out Chriſtianity, the other for 


making it a political Engine; though the 
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Remarker may not be a Patron of the Root 


and Branch Scheme, yet there is no Im- 
poſſibility of his being attach'd to the other, 


which is the moſt dangerous of the two; 


and conſequently, though I admit him not 
to be of the ſame Sentiments with his Ad= 


verſary, yet I muſt Kill be of opinion that 
he entertains Notions more deſtructive of 
Religion, more pernicious to Society, 

But (as he goes on p. 6.) how is it after all 
that he proves me to be an Infidel? Becauſe I 
differ from theſe who aſſume to themſelves the 


Title of Orthodox in my Notions of Inſpiration, 


and the Neceſſity of it, Here the Remarker 
artfully aſſigns a falſe Cauſe for the true one 
for tho' I think his Notions about Inſpira- 


tion to be erroneous, yet I promiſe him, if 


that had been his only Error, his Title to 


Chriſtianity ſhould never have been called 
in queſtion by me; therefore all the Pains 
that he takes to make the Debate center in 
this Point is merely evaſive, and deſigned 


only to draw off the Attention of the Reader 
from the true Cauſe of the Charge brought 


againſt him, which was (O6/erv. 19.) his de- 
leribing Moſes as ſubmitting to the little Arts of 


wicked Politicians, as impoſing upon the People 


by falſe Pretenſions of arvine Authority, as ſup- 
porting his Civil Government by Force, Inju- 


ries, Lying, Fiction, and proper Fable a. This 
was the true Cauſe aſſigned by the Obſerva- 


0 Defence, p. 45. 
5 tor, 


tor, who ſtill thinks it ſufficient to ſupport 
all the Weight laid upon it by him; and how 
weakly the Remarker has been able to vindi- 
cate his Hypotheſes, will appear from SeR. 13. 
5. The Argument made ule of p. 7. to 
prove the Obſervator an Infidel, is, I believe, 
the very firſt of its Kind: Inveterate Spite, 
Malice, and the want of every Chriſtian Grace, 
will prove a Man to be a very bad Chriſtian, 
but can never prove him to be no Chriſtian 
at all, till it can be evinced that it is impoſ- 
ible to fin againſt Conviction, or to violate 
the Precepts without disbelieving the Truth | 
of Chriſtianity. Happy is it therefore for the 
 Remarhker that his Genius flagg'd at ſo criti- 
cal a juncture; for if this Argument had 
been really made out, if inveterate Sprite, Sc. 
could be proved actually to diveſt a Man of 
all Title ro Chriſtianity, tho' the Obſervator 
would be in no fear of being affected by it 
himſelf, yet he would juſtly fear the Im- 
putation of having needleſly troubled the 
World, by endeavouring to fix a Charge up- 
on the Letter-Writer from other Topicks, 
which his own Reaſoning, applied ro his 
own Pamphlets, would indiſputably make 
out without any further Evidence. 
However, fince the Argument is ſo curi- 
ous, and altogether new, the Remarker ſhall 
a have no reaſon to complain of our ſuppreſ- 
ſing any part of the Force of it. The whole 
then put into Form r runs thus: 1 
Everv 


T1] 
Every Perſon of inveterate Spite and Ma- 
lice, Sc. is an Infidel, 


The Ob x is a Perſon of is 


Spite and Malice (having) the want of every 


Chriſtian Grace ſupplied only by a bigotted You 
1h Zeal, and the Pretext of < an orthodox Faith. 


Rem. Þ. 7. 
| Therefore he is an Infidel. : 
The major Propoſition be to be falſe, 
for a Reaſon juſt mentioned; but if the inor 
was as folidly proved as it is roundly expreſ- 


| Ted, tho” it would not prove the intended 
Concluſion, ſince the major has failed, yet it 


would evince me to be worſe /han an Tufidel, 
if the Notion which our Author charges up- 


on his new Friends p. 36. be true, © hat Im- 
0 morality i 7s the 7 Hereſy. But, God 


be thanked, the minor, I truſt, is as incapa- 
ble of being proved, as it is impoſſible to ex- 
tract Malice out of Chriſtian Charity, which 


rejoiceth in the Truth; and therefore tho' it 
 believeth all things, whilſt there is any ground 
for Belief, yet is not obliged to digeſt In- 
poffibilities, ſuch as is the Conſiſtency of . 
man Fictions and Lying with the Authority 


of a divine Commiſſion. 
The Remarker ſaw the Difficulty of the 


Proof, and therefore prudently left it to ſhift 
for itſelf. But the wiſe Reaſon he afligns, 
becauſe it is not worth while to retort it, viz. 
the Charge of Infidelity, ought to have been 
A Reaſon againſt even ſuggeſting an Impura- 7 
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tion that carries with it ſuch unſupported 
Alperizons. 

But the only real Proof that he can poſli- 
bly produce of my being an Infidel, is my 
writing againſt him, as an Abettor of Notions 
that lead directly to Infidelity; which is in 
truth a Demonſtration of the contrary, as far 
as outward Facts can be called a Demonſtra- 
tion of a Man's inward Thoughts; and 1 
heartily wiſh that he could produce fo ſtrong 
an Argument to ſupport his own Claim to 
Chriſtianity. 


6. But to go on; che very next ct Paragraph 
affords another palpable Miſtake, * the cauſe 


60 of all this Rage againſt me, 75 my treating : 
e Dr. W. it ſeems in fo rude and contemptuous 


a manner.” It ſeems to me no ſuch thing 


for if the Controverſy had been only perſonal, 


r would never have preſumed 
to have ſet himſelf up for an Advocate of ſo 


the Obſer 


celebrated an Author ; but when a Senſe of 
Duty and the Hopes of doing ſome Service 
to Chriſtianity determined him to enter into 
the Debate, common Juſtice obliged him to 
andeavour to reſcue the Character of ſo emi- 


nent a Detender of the Chriſtian Cauſe from 
the injurious Treatment of the Letter-Wri- 


ter, who now forſooth mollifies his Uſage of 
that learned Gentleman by throwing his Sar- 


caſms upon ſome certain Divines, p. 8. Who 
in his Opinion ſeem te have a juſt Title to 


them. Bur JI believe he won't deny, that even 


a | 


2 We „ 


"> 


E 
in bis general Reflections he had the Doctor 
principally-in view, which makes this Pre- 


rence altogether trifling ; nor does he write 
ten Lines more before his pcor and really weak | 


and blunt Spleen revives, and makes a freſh 


Attack upon a famed Arch-deacon's Charge 
with as much Rudeneſs and as little Juſtice 


as the firſt Onfet was begun aint his Vin- 
dication of Scripture. 

He is repreſented p. 8. © as exhorting bis 
« Clergy to call Names floutly, and to cold 
© manfully; wherever they find a Deiſt, to 


call him roundly an Atheiſt ”* Which is ſo 
far from being true, that the Archdeacon 
takes particular care to diſtinguiſh the Do- 


ctrine of one from that of the other in the 
very Paragraph referred to by the Remarker 


himſelf, which being inſtructive, and perti- 


nent to our preſent Purpoſe, I thall lay part 
of it before the Reader. 


« Peter Viret —— ſeruples not to call the © 


 « Syſtem of Dottrine (eſpouſed by the Deiſts) 


% an execrable Atheiſm, not intending, I pre- 


fame, that they directly diſowned the Bang 


* 


* 


deſtroy all the Influences of Religion, as if 


they had been profeſſed Atheiſts (this is the 


* 


0 


Point that ſtung our Remarker, for it comes 
© therefore in 


home to his own Cale) | 
this View Atheiſm and Dei/in amount very 
64 nearly to the ſame thing, having the ſame 
Ps Efed 


© of a God, but that they did it conſequentially, 
or that they did as effectually undermine and 
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Effect in Application and Practice, for which 


« reaſon ſome conclude both under the ſame | 


« Name b; for which he refers to Biſhop 


Gaſtrell's Boyle's Lectures, Vel. 1. p. 25 1. | 
Here we ſee that the Arch-—n ſets the pro- 


per Bounds and Limits of Atheiſm and Deiſm 
with exact Truth and Impartialit. 


Again, this Writer ſays, © the Arch=n 


« exhorts his Clergy to call a Man who be- 
« Heves nothing more credulous than he hs 
« believes every thing; which believing no- 
« thing, and believing every thing, comes 
under a ſort of Figure, the Imputation of 

which our Author, I dare fay, dreads more 


than that of Orthodoxy it ſelf; I mean 


that elegant fort of Figure called Nonſenſe 


For where, I beſeech him to tell me, is the 


Man who believes nothing? Or, who is he 


that believes every Thing? No ſuch Creatures 


oh e 5 

Beſides the Inaccuracy of theſe Expreſ- 
ſions, which very ill become a Man, who 
requires the niceſt Exactneſs in the Lan- 


ever exiſted, but in his own Imagina- 


guage of others, what he aims at, is entire- 


ly without Foundation; and the reverſe 


will appear to be true, from the very Page 


which he himſelf appeals to: ©. Indeed 


(ſays the learned Archd——n) we call 
Deiſts Unbelievers, becauſe they believe not 


* See Dr. Waterland's ſecond Charge, p. 6, 7. 


« what 
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what they ought to believe; PORE they 


« It cannot be pretended that they believe leſs 
than we, ſince our Creeds reverſed ( which 


* uſually make theirs) are as long Creeds as 


« before; like as traverſing the ſame Ground 


te backwards, meaſures the ſame Number of 
« Paces: He that believes, for Inſtance, that 
ce there is no Heaven, no Hell, no Future 
% State, no Providence, 70 Ged, is as much. 


1 Believer i in his Way, as the moſt religious 


Nen can he in theirs : Infidels have their 


& Articles of Belief, as well as we, and per- 


c haps more than we : So the Difference feems 
not to lie ſo much in the Quantity of Faith, 


ee theirs, or ours, as in the Quality, 


It will be difficult for the Reader to find 
in this Paſſage any ſuch Expreſſions, or any 
ground for ſuch Expreſſions, as a Man be- 


heving nothing, or believing every Thing : 


And it may farther be obſerved, that the 


Archd——n gave Toland's Creed for a Spe- 
cimen, and referred to Habbes's and Spinsſa's, 
which he ſcarce wou'd have done, had he 


thought that they believed nothing Vid. 


2d Charge, P. 2 1, 22. 

And as to my Rage PAD; the Remarker, 
let that real Concern expreſſed for him in 
my former Addreſs (OH. P. 42, 43.) and 
the diſpaſſionate Manner in which this Re- 
ply is drawn up, bear Witnels againſt the 
Unrea- 


are great Believers in their way, and for 
e the moſt part, Men of very large Faith. 


, 
—_ whe; — — — - cont — EE - l " 
4 n — * - 5 
* 5 7 ; * " 
& — 1 e 2 : - 4. 7 TX, 2 — 4 5 a * —— - 2 - 
— = 2 — — —— he —— 4 o—_— us MEE a8 


— a 


— — 


— — 5 - r 
— . Pa ul 
* . —— 


— gre. gy — 
— — — Al EEE = . 
D reno rere — — — 
. 
, , E a . 


| 
- * >. 
” 2 : = 
— — 
— I. Pane ö . * — — _ 
— — — 1 * * - 4.46 _ * = 
. 4 * = 
— — OY — - * p * — — = * _ 
F- Y " — x — — — 5 — 
2 — = _ | ; E — — — 
; = - Sn . - - — 8 - — 
3 N : : - D — - 
. =_ vy 
? — . — 1 
« —— 2 res I by 
e — - 
. Ma 
1 


24) 


Unreaſonableneſs of the Charge; and ir 
there is any ſuch Thing as a juſtifiable Zeal 
for Chriſtianity, I flatter my ſelf that I ſhall 


not be judged to have exceeded the Bounds 


of it in any one Inſtance. But to proceed, 


The Obſ——r juſtly thought, that 


Dr. W. deſerved the Thanks of his Reader, 
for giving ſo many different Solutions to the 
| Jame Difficulties, &c. p. 


6. Which our Re- 
marker 1s pleaſed to change into inventing 


fo many different Solutions, &c. But there is 
*a wide Difference between giving Solutions 


from the Teſtimonies of ancient and mo- 
dern Writers, and 7nventing them out of a 


Man's own Brain; which ſhews how expert 
he is in ſubftituting Words, that give a 


quite different turn to the Sentence, and at 


the ſame time exhibit a Proof of the mar- 


vellous Candor and Ingenuity of the Re- 


marker. 


7. Whoſe next Reflection is equally juſt, 


& To his Solutions be never {0 many, : DIS Ar- 


-al- 


e guments never ſo diverjified, tis 


« moſt certain that no more than one of them 
é can be true. ” 


If by Solution is meant i Interpretation 


"of Scripture, it is more than almoſt, it is 


altogether certain, that this Reflection is 


not abſolutely juſt ; for are not the Genera- 
lity of Divines agreed, that in many Paſſa- 


des of the Old Teſtament, there is _ a 
"ita 


8 
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literal and typical Meaning? Does not 
Sr. Paul confirm this way of interpreting 
Gal. iv. 22. &c. in the Caſe of the two Sons, 


one by a Bond-maid, and the other by a 
Free-woman ? And does not Grotius him- 


ſelf admit of a double Senſe, when he 


grants that there is ſometimes * in the ſame 
'** Paſſage, one common and literal Senſe, and 


another typical and more ſublime e? From 


whence I conclude, that more Solutions 


than one, vis. both the literal and typical 


are ſometimes true. 
But if by Solution is meant only an Ex yli- 


cation of any particular Difficulty, it is 
enough, if only one, out of many Expli- 


cations, ſhall prove true, for that will an- 
ſwer the Difficulty in Debate; but it is 
poſhble likewiſe, that more than one of 
them may prove true and ſatis factory; as in 
the Caſe of the Hebrews ſpoiling the Hg) p- 
tans; one way of ſolving this Ditficulty, 
is from God's being the univerſal Proprietor 
of all Things, and therefore baving a Right 


to diſpoſe of the Goods of che Egyptions as 


he thought proper. The other Solution is 


_ drawn from a juſter Tranflation of the Ori- 


ginal Text, Exod. xii. 35. which clears uf 


the Difficulty at once d. Bath theſe Soluti- 


ons are judged by learned Men to be true, 


© In eodem loco ſenſum alterum vale geren, alterum r full ine. 
tm. Grot. Vol. III. p. 725. 
4 See Script. vindicated. Part II. 5. 94 
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though I allow either of them wy would 
be ſufficient for the Purpoſe. 


But if the Remarker means, that « among 
« Diverſity of Arguments, no more than one 


Argument can be true, this Aſſertion 


likewiſe is groundleſs; for every common 
Reaſoner knows, that the ſame Truth may 
be proved by V ariety of concluſive Argu- 
ments, as the Truth of Chriſtianity may be 
proved either from the completion of Pro- 
phecies, or the working of Miracles, or 
the Swiftneſs of its Propagation, Or from 
other Topics. 

After all, it may be ſaid by the Kada 

ker, that the reſtraining Words, „f is al- 
« moſt certain, do admit {ome Exceptions; 
if this is urged, I then affirm the whole 
Reflection to "be altogether impertinenr, as 
no ways affecting Dr. W. who has an equal 
Right to theſe Exceptions wich all other 
Writers. 

When Abſurdities are charged upon Scrip- 
ture, Variety of Solutions are always pro- 
per: Every poſſible Interpretation breaks 
the Force of the Objection, and more than 
one ſtill more effectually weakens it; fo 
that twenty ſeveral Solutions are twent 
diitinct Arguments of the Nullity of the 
Charge; and though I grant It may be poſ- 
ſible, that only one of them may be true, 
or COMC up to the full Senſe and Meaning 
of the impired Writer, yet the remaining 
| Ex- 


[ 27 } 
Explications may be of Uſe in n 
to clear up the conteſted Paſſage, and as 


learned Prelate remarks, bas not every 
« Preacher frequent Occaſion to ob ſerve 


ferent Senſes, which are each of them good 
ones, agreeable to Reaſon and Scripture? 


c one ©, Therefore J cannot but ſtill be of 


Opinion, that all ſuch Attempts are lau- 
dable, and deſerve the Thanks of the bene- 


volent Reader. 


8. The Conctulion draws: from AER Re 


flection, is exactly correſpondent; © No 
Matter for that, if they bit Mens Tempers, 
and ſuit their Apprebenſions, *tis juſt the 
« ſame we ſee to fois. Pious Objervator. 
p' 10. 

Here the emarker is angry, and thinks 
it unjuſtifiable to condeſcend to Men's dit- 
ferent Tempers and Apprehenſions; in ano- 


ther Place, Def. p. 5. he reproaches the 


Orthodox Clergy fp want of this very Con- 


deicention, © Such Divines are far from 


cc 


4557 Medicine to the State and Condition 4 
Ce. the Patient. 


58 Dr. Har- e vindicated, Sc. p. 122. 


D 2 How 


« that a Text ſeems equally ſuſceptible of di 8 


and yet lis certain, that one only is the true 


tet 
* 
* 


ating up to the Characten they afſume of 
* Phyficiaus of the Soul, by ſhewing any Care 
to gild the Pill they preſcribe, and temper 
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How ſhall the Clergy act in this Caſe 3 
If they gild the Pill, then they are charged | 
with applying to the Affections, and not to 
the Reaſon of Men, p. 9. if chey do not 
gild the Pill, then they are compared to 
Farriers, who tie their Horſes up by the 
« Noſe, and make them ſwallow _ 
* they think fit to throw down. Def. p. c. 
The Clergy, I make no Queſtion, will a 
in this Caſe, as Prudence and Piety ſhall 
direct; for ſince it is certain, that Variety 
of Tempers require different ways of Ap- 
plication , there cannot poſſibly be any 
Harm in uſing ſuch Applications as ſhall 
be found innocent and expedient : This is 
what St. Paul practiſed, “ in becoming all 
* Things to all Men; with the Jews he ar- 
gued from Principles received among them; 
with the Gentiles, from Topics wick which 
they were acquainted ; and with erroneous 
Chriſtians, from Doftrines univerſally ad- 
mitted among all Chriſtians, _ | 
Our Remarker” 8 Account of his own 
Faith, « as 4 Principle grounded on the Per- 
* ception of Truth,” if it means on the Per- 
ception of the Truth of the holy Scriptures 
from their external Evidence, is entirely or- 
thodox, and therefore ſo declared an Enemy 
of all modern Orthodoxy, P. 4. will not be 
affronted to have it interpreted! in the only ED 
remaining Senſe, of which it is capable, viz. 


0 That 


{ 29 ] 
« That his Faith is a Principle grounded on 
the Perception of the Truth of every Pro- 
poſition from the internal Evidence of the 
« thing ;* by which means all Myſteries, 
which are in their nature incomprehenſible, 
are excluded from being Objects of his Faith, 
and conſequently the firſt Step in Religion, 
God's Creation of the World, all his Appear- 
ances to Men, all Prophecies of future Events, 
and many other eſſential Articles of Chriſtia- 
nity, this refined Reaſoner muſt abſolutely 
VVV 3 
The Goſpel teaches us, that Jeſus was con- 
ceived by the Holy Ghoſt, and born of a pure 
Virgin, Matth. 1. 20. Luke 1. 27. which we 
believe becauſe aſſerted in Scripture, and no 
_ ways contradictory to Reaſon ; but to ſay 
how theſe things can be, or in what manner 
they are brought about, or that we have an 
immediate Perception of the Truth of them, 
is what we cannot affirm; in this I preſume 
our Remarker will agree with us; and if he 
does, he muſt then either renounce his own _ 
Account of his Faith, or his Pretenſions to 
_ Chriſtianity ; for this ſingle Article among 
many others can never be reconciled to his 
looſe Deſcription of Faith; and when he has 
thus ingenuouſly renounced Chriſtianity, he 
may then with Propriety uſe that ſtale Re- 
partee of profeſſed Infidels, You, who know 
« the Fatt to be true, have more reaſon to be- 
lieve it than I who do not, p. 11. 


1 
10. Our Author goes on p. 12. 79 open his 
Mind in ſuch a manner as no Chriſtian ever 


did before him, or ever will after him, and 
very calmly lays down a Poſition, that is ozly 


diametrically oppoſite to a plain Aſſertion of 
our bleſſed Saviour's. The Remarker attirms, 


ce that to believe or not to believe is a thing in- 


* different, and no way criminal, p. 12. on 
the other hand Jeſus Chriſt affirms, © he that 


Fhelieveth not ſhall be damm d, Mark xvi. 16. 


If in this Conteſt I abide by the Words of 


2 5 1 flatter myſelf that I ſhall be deemed 
excuſable by the Remarker himſelf, till he 
can reconcile his new Doctrine either to the 
Declaration of Jeſus, or to his own Profeſ- 

ſion of C hriſtianity. 


Such an Aſſertion from the Mouth of a 


profeſſed Infidel would not have been aſto- 


niſhing, but to hear a Man that exerts every 
Paſlion in defence of his own Title to Chri- 
ſtianity, advance a Notion ſo abſolutely in- 


conſiſtent with the very Deſign and expreſs 


Words of the Goſpel, is ſuch a degree of 
plain ſpeaking as will ſave all farther Trouble 
in fixing the Charge of Infidelity upon the 


Principles of the Author of the Letter, Cc. 


and will at the ſame time expoſe | the Ridicw- 

louſneſs of his Pretenſions to the Character 

of a true Believer. _ 85 
11. The two next Paragraphs are a plain 


Demonſtration that the Remarker has no- 


thing material to urge, when he deſcends to 
critichc 
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criticize upon Words, which whether his 
Cavils be true or falſe, do not in the leaſt af- 
fect the main Queſtion; upon which ac- 
count it would be impertinent to trouble the 
Reader with a long Confutation of them, 
ſince it is of no moment to the World, or 
the Merits of the Cauſe, whether the Obſer- 
vator has been critically accurate in his Lan- 
guage or not; tho' I believe thoſe very Ex- 
preſſions which the Remarker has excepted 
againſt, will appear in a more favourable 
Light as they ſtand in the Ohfervations, than 
as they are disjoined, mangled, and miſre- 
preſented | in his Remarks; but the Argument 
1s all that I am concerned to ſupport ; and 
happy had it been for the Remarker had there 
been no worſe Objections againſt his Writings 
than what concern his Stile, in which how- 
ever he is often far from being correct, as has 
been incidentally obſerved, and might farther 
be eaſily ſhewn, was it any ways material; 
but Jam willing he ſhould keep Poſſeſſion of 
his own great Conceit of himſelf as to that, 
as well as to his Talent at Banter and Ridi- 
cule, which 1 fear has been the unhappy oc- 
caſion of his troubling the World with his 
curious Notions, as it was perhaps of his im- 
bibing them at firſt ; but if he has any true 
judgment, he will think, as all real Chri— 

ſtians do, that the leaſt Scandal he may have 
given to the weak and unſtable Chriſtian, is 
an Evil of greater Conſequence than can ever 


be 
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be made amends for by all the Wit and Plea 
ſantry of a much better Writer. 

12. J paſs on therefore to the two Gueſſes 
che Remarker is pleaſed to make at the Cha- 
_ racer of the Obſ——r p. 12, 14. but 1 beg 

leave to aſſure him, that he knows nothing 
of the Obſ-——r or his Character, if he does 
not know him to be incapable of writing or 
acting with any malicious View; of ſuggeſt- 


ing any thing to any Man's Diſadvantage 
without ſufficient Grounds or of publiſhing 
even thoſe juſt Suggeſtions, before the Inte- 
reſt of Religion and the Service of Mankind 
ſhall make it neceſſary. 
And as to the Love which he ſays þ. 14. he 
bears to one of our Univerſities, no Man can 
queſtion that, if he looks only upon the Re- 
venues and Conveniences of it, which are 
tempting Baits to an aſpiring Genius; but if 
the Univerſity is conſidered as a Nurſery of 
Learning, ſupported for the Defence of Jujl 
Syſtems and Articles of Religion, which is 
really the Caſe, he may as well ſay that he 
loves the Advocates of what he calls modern 
Orthodoxy, againſt whom he has denounced 
everlaſting War, Def. p. 5. 
Since likewiſe all Graduates are obliged to 
ſubſcr the the Articles of the Church of Eng- 
land, nich 1s the Syſtem that ſo greatly 
proves our Author (for I know of no other 
Syſtem or Articles eſpouſed by our Clergy) 
ſince this is the Fact, does he love the Inſti- 


tutian 
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© a. 
tution itſelf, which trains Men up in ſuch bi- 
gotted Notions? Or does he love the Mem- 
bers of it, who are all of them under ſolemn 
Engagements to believe and vindicate Zhe/e 


ſenſeleſs Syſtems? 


But is this good-natur'd, unperſecuting 
Gentleman ſorry that I ſhould be a Member 


of the Univerſity, or enjoy any Honour there, 


who am ſo malicious and wicked as to main- 


tain thoſe Doctrines, for the Defence of 
which it enjoys all its Privileges? Or is he 
ſorry that I am ſo malicious and wicked as 
to ſuggeſt he is an Infidel, when he has la- 
boured to prove me one by Arguments that 


expreſly charge me with the herght ef Impie- 


ly, and the want of every Chriſtian Grace? 
Or after all, is he ſorry that there ſhould be 


a Member of the Univerſity who could at- 


tempt to defend it ſo wretchedly? If ſo, I 
beg of him to be in no Pain for that; both 


our Univerſities ſhine with Stars of different 
Luſtre; and had I the Honour to be one, tho” 


the meaneſt and leaſt among them, and had 


but juſt Light enough to ſhew his Spots and 
Defects, the Univerſities would not ſuffer by 


that, whatever they may by the Occaſion of 
it; and this ought to make him the more 


ſuſpicious of his Cauſe and his own Abilities 


in the Management of it, if ſo inconſiderable 


a Writer © vith jo ſmall a Share of Learning 
(as he compliments Dr. W.——d4's Adverſary, 
ee E Deb. 
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Def. p. 11.) Hall prove in many Caſes at leaft 
« full Matt for bim. 

13. We are at length arrived at the © /jte]e 
80 br Reaſoning and Argument to which the 
 Objervator pretends ; and tho' our Remarker 
has an admirable Talent at epitomizing the 
Arguments of his Adverſarics; yet happy had 
it been for him if he could have Mill farther 
diminiſhed the Force of thoſe uſed by the 
Obſervator; for as little as he repreſents them 
to be, they ſtand Proof againſt the Efforts of 
His Ridicule and Cavils, and effectually con- 
firm the Point they were brought to prove, 
wiz. © That the Fictions, Lying, and proper 
« Fable, which the Letter-W, riter imputed to 
% Moſes, were deſtruttive of all Revelation, 
« and conſequently of Chriſtanity,” “ 

The Charge of imputing ſome degrees of 
Fiction, &c. he does not deny, but vindicates | 
the Lawfulneſs of the Practice from the Ex 
amples of our Saviour and St. Paul, p. 18. 
It this can be made out, viz. that Jeſus and 
Paul did practiſe any degree of ſuch Fictions 
as are charged by him upon Moſes, then he 
will come up to his Point ; but if they fail 
of that, and what he produces for Fictions 
ſhall appear to be of a very different nature, 

then what he iavs will be found to be altoge- 

ther impertinent. 

But how does our Remarker prove this 
material Point? Why, Paul © became all 
* things to all Men, I Cor. Ix, 22. And Jeſus 

© mage 


e 

« made as if he would go farther, Luke xxiv. 
But here I muſt affirm, that in either of 
theſe Inſtances there is not the leaſt degree 
of any real Fiction, no Deceit upon the Un- 
derſtanding, nothing but what was open, vi- 

ſible, and ingenuous. ES 
As to St. Paul's Caſe, © He was made all 
things to all Men,“ z. e. in all things indif- 
ferent he conformed himſelf to the various 
| Humours and Inclinations of others, as is 
_ exemplified in the preceding Verſes ; but by 
« becoming as a Jew to the Jets, and as with 
gut Law to them that are without Law,” he 
did not pretend that he was entirely a Few 
to one, and a Gentile to the other, which 
would have been a Fiction indeed, but only 
allowed that ſome particular Ceremonies 
which one was fond of, were not unlawful. 
under the Goſpel; and that ſome Tenets 
which the other embraced, were not diſa- 
greeable to the Truths of Chriſtianity. I 

defy the Remarker to prove from this, or any 
bother Paſſage, that the Apoſtle ever aſſerts 
the Lawfulneſs of putting on falſe Appear- 
ances upon any Pretence whatever; all that 
he did was only practiſing his own Deſcrip- 
tion of Charity, 1 Cor. xiii, which was never 
before accuſed of Hypocriſy or Diſſimula- 
tion. If it can be proved that he ever con- 
formed to the Humours of others in things 
that were not indifferent, I will then admit 
5 E 2 Him 
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him to have practiſed ſome degrees of Fi- 


ction; bur if his Conformity in theſe Caſes 
only ſhews the true Nature of the Things in 
which he indulged his Converts, viz. that 
they were innocent and indifferent, then 1 


apprehend St. Paul's Authority in this Place 


will not contradict his Advice in another: 
«© Whatſoever things are true 


40 theſe things, and do theſe things, which yen 


think on | 


« have heard and ſeen in me, Phil. iv. 8. g. 
The next Inſtance of Fiction being patro- 


nized by our Saviour s making as if he would 


go farther,” will be found as little favour- 


able to the Remarker's Hypotheſis ; for the 
true Meaning of this Action is, that he would 


not go into the Diſciples Houſe without an 


Invitation and Proof of their hoſpitable 


Temper. 5 
The Remarker aſſerts, 15 that when our Sa- 


e vicur appeared to the Diſciples going to Em- 
« maus, the very Purpoſe of his appearing was 


« to tarry with them a while in the Inn But 
tis evident that Zhe very Purpoſe of bis appear 
ing is expreſſed in v. 27. vig. that before they 


had reached the Village, © Aeginning at Moſes 


and all the Prophets, he expounded unto them 


in all the Scriptures the things concerning 


« himelf.” It was for the fake of convincing 


them from Moſes, the Prophets, and all the 
Scriptures, which by the by mult all of them 
be ſuppoſed by Jeſus and the Diſciples to be 


of divine Authority, or elſe his Deductions _ 
. from 


12 


from them would have had but little Influ- 
ence; it was upon this charitable Account 
that the bleſſed Jeſus © drew near and went 
« with them :” his Entrance into the V illage 
was merely accidental; and it does not ap- 
pear © that he had any ſettled Intention of 
* tarrying with them in the Inn,” as our ac- 
_ curate Remarker is pleaſed to call it, with- 
cout any Authority from the Context; for on 
the other hand, the friendly and open man- 
ner of Invitation ſeems rather to intimate, 
that the Diſciples asked him to take the En- 
tertainment of their own Houſe, they con- 
« ſtrained him (by their earneſt Invitation) 
© ſaying, abide with us, (i. e. in our Houſe?) 
ee for ut is towards Evening, and the Day is 
ar ſpent.” Here is not one Word nor In- 
timation of an Inn in all the Chapter; nor 
ſhould I have mentioned ſuch a trifling Cir- 
cumſtance, but only to ſhew that the moſt 
exact in their own Opinion may ſometimes 
fall in with vulgar Notions, without oy 
ſufficient Reaſon ro ſupport chem. 
That this Explication, which clears the 
Paſſage from all appearance of Fiction, is not 
barely the Comment of a dull o. thodox Bigot, 

I appeal to an Author whom our Remarker 
8 allows to be the moſt rational Expoſitor of Scri- 


8 Perofmile ef Emmaunie to, + habitat; argue ed e 
peſiguam & Paraſcuen, & ſabbat 4255 & diem a ſabbato pri- 
mum paſcbalibus ſacri, & precivus impracerant. ot. in 
Luc. xxiv. 13. 
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pture that any Age has produced, who, aftet 
aving cleared our Saviour from all Imputa- 
tion of Lying or Fiction d, even upon a Sup- 


poſition that he did not intend to go farther, 


puts this pertinent Query, Whether ſince 


| « the Greek Word PPT road og (which we 
* tranſlate made as fh is often uſed where 


© there is not the leaſt degree of counterfeiting, 


« it may not be affirmed, that Teſis, as he was 
c prepared for a Journey, might not likewiſe 
have truly determined with himſelf to go on 


0 


* 


« farther, unless be ſhould be earneſtly intreats 
pt 27 Yo CR ; 


But let St. Paul's Declaration and this 
Action of our Saviour be interpreted in the 


d progredi paſſus aliquot, (quod Bic fecit CHriſtus) corpuſque 


in greſium compoenere, guanguæm itineris ulterioris propoſi tum 


Agnificare ſoleat, liciiè tamen uſurpatur etiam extra tale pro- 
poſitum, quia adtus tatis eſt, ad quem vnuſquijque naturaliter 


Jus habet, neque ulld lege ad illam ſignificationem «ft adſtrictus. 


_ Grot. in locum. | 2 
"AM tlud inſuper cogitandum relinguo leforibus, an 
cum ego miac g1 cis fit pra ſe terre, etiam ubi nulla eff 
ſpecies fnulationis, dict non poſit Jeſum, facut greſſum ad iter 


componebat, ita vere etiam jecum conſtituiſſe ultra progredi, niſi 


iuſtanter manere regaretur; quomodo & centuriont vere dicebat . 


E) ND Gecamwor tumor, Matt. 8. 7. 7. ſi centurio vellet; 


& apud Marcum de Chriſto dicitur üb mageaJev dures, 


6. 48. n. niſi rogatus inſtanter fuiſſet ut navem aſcenderet. Ne- 
gue enim tali propoſito cenditionata objtat ſcientia futuri even- 


tis, cum illa etiam Dei comminatio, Ninive intra diem qua- 

drageſimum peribit, 2 panitentiam egerit ſcilicet, veritatem 
jſuam habuerit, guantemuis hanc penitentiam Deo prænaſcente. 

Grot. in Luc. 24. & 28. Agreeably to which our Annotator 
| Whitby concludes his Note, There ſcems to be no juft occafion 


« for the long Diſcourſes which ſome hence make of Lying, Si. 
« mulation, or Diſſimalaticn, here being na Inſtance of that 
% Aind. REO : 


utmoſt _ 
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utmoſt Latitude that the Remarker himſelf 
can defire, I will ſtill undertake to prove, 
that he meant to impute Fictions of a diffe- 
rent nature to Moſes, than theſe imputed by 
him to our Saviour and his Apoſtle; elle 
what mean theſe extenuating Terms in his 
Defence, p. 529 © T have uſed all the Terms 
% Reſerve, Doubt and Diffidence that can 
polſibly be crouded into a Sentence; perhaps, 
may venture, ſome degree, may poſſibly be 
found; and in his Remarks, p. 16. that 

ſoftening Apology, I have 1ngeed propoſed it 
* as a Problem, but With all the Diffidence and 
e Cann 1magendbie; Cee. 
Would any Chriſtian ſcruple to impute 
without Reſerve to Moſes what Jeſus and 
Paul practiſed afterwards? What occaſion 
for Dithdence in a Point to which all Chri- 
ſtians would agree? How ill-plac'd was 
Caution, where no Caution was wanting ? 
And what need was there to put that as a 
Problem, which would be allowed by every 
Profeſſor of Chriſtianity as a ſelf-evident 
Truth, that whatever Ji, and Paul in the 
Execution of his Office did, could not be 
Criminal in Moſes, or derogatory to his Cha- 
J... e 
As this is the only Inſtance of Diffidence 
that our Remarker has ever ſhe vin, I am ſor- 
ry his Modeſty ſhould meet with ſuch il} 
Succeſs upon its firſt appearance, as to ſeem 
no other than a downright Subterfuge, than _ 
a mcan 
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2 mean Evaſion. that deſerves the utmoſt 
Contempt. 

If I could once ſwallow the! ingenious Ex- 

plications which our Remarker gives of the 
Fall, of the Confuſion of Languages, and of 
the building of the Tabernacle d againſt the 
expreſs Letter of Scripture ©, I could then 
with eaſe explain many other Difficulties, 
which I am now obliged to reſolve into Mi- 
racles; and I confeſs upon the firſt appear- 
| ance of this Hypotheſis my Fears were no 

leſs, than that all the Miracles recorded of 
Moſes muſt at once be reſolved into Fiction, 
Sc. which I own would be a ſhort way of 
clearing up all Difficulties of that ſort, but 
would introduce innumerable others of a dif- 
ferent nature; for if I could, for inſtance, be 
perſuaded that the giving the Law from 
Mount Sinai in that ſolemn and miraculous 
manner as it is deſcribed by Moes, Exod. xix. 
was only a political Device to impoſe upon 
the People, I ſhould admire him as an arrful 
Politician, but diſcard him henceforward as 
a falſe Prophet, and disbelieve every ching | 
that was built upon his Authority. 

And that my Fears were not groundleſs, 
appears from a late Pamphlet f, in which, 
amidſt variety of Blaſphemies againſt all re- 
vealed Religion, Mojes comes in for a large 
Share of profane Raillery, which upon read- 


s Defence, p. 38. * Exod. xxv. 8, g. f The Oratior: 
Spore at Joyner” -Hall, &c. Sept. 4. 1733: p. 35=41. 


5 


(41 ] 

ing of it appear'd to me to be only a genuine 
Comment upon the Fictions, Fable, and Ly- 
ing, charged before upon him by the Author 
of the Letter, &c. whom the Writer of this 
Oration has religioufly imitated in the Uſe 
that he makes of Jethro; but the Pretence of 
Mojes's acting only by 7ethro's Advice, exclu- 
five of the Direction of God, has been fully 
confuted, and reſcued from the Miſinterpre- 
tations of them both by the learned Dr. Ber- 
ryman in his Preface to the firſt Vol. of © The 
* gradual Revelation of the Gofpel, &c. 

It is farther remarkable, that in a ſubſe- 
quent Pamphlet, called A Dialague between 
à Doctor of the Church of England and Mr. 
Jacob Ilive, Moyes is as woodenly defended as 
if our Remarker had undertaken that Pro- 
vince himſelf, under the perſonated Cha- 
rafter of a Doctor of the Chirch of England. 
Mr. Jlive explains the Conduct of Moſes upon 
the Plan of the Letter-MWriter; and the De- 
Cor vindicates it in ſuch a languid, ridiculous 

manner, as might be expected from a Man, 
who to ſave Appearances was obliged to 
make a ſort of a Defence, but from his real 
Sentiments was rather inclined to give up the 
Cauſe, which he undertook hypocritically | 
to defend; and accordingly is pretended 
Doctor of the Church of England, with great 
Humanity, and without much Refiſtance, 
grants to his Friend Mr. I [ive all that he con- 


ä tens 
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tends for, vis. That the Miracles faid to be 


wrought by Moſes were artificial Acts only. 
This is the bleſſed Effect of introducing 
Fictions into the Maſaic Syſtem; and I am 
firmly perſuaded that from his Hypotheſis the 
Gentleman who calls himſelf Jacob Ilive, 
firſt took the Hint and Courage to publiſh 
both his Oration and Dialogue; and if our 
 Remarhker can think this Gentleman, who 
thus expatiates upon his Principles, a real 
_ Chriſtian, I then will believe it poſſible for 
the Author of thoſe Principles to be ſo too. 
But to return, „„ 
14. The Remarker, p. 15. is ſo kind as to 
explain what he means by more moderate and 
qualified Sentiments, &c. but his Explication 
is as looſe and uncertain as if it was defign'd 
not to be underſtood; the old Maxim, Vir 
| doloſus der ſatur in generalibus, ſhould have 
caution'd him to have been a little more ex- 
plicit, if he had aimed at any thing but 
Amuſement and Evaſion. „ 
But let us ſee how far his Explication will 
clear up the Charge againſt him: His 
Opinion it ſeems is, that with the Notion of 
« general Inſpiration, which he readily allows, 
<« we are obliged by Fact and Hiſtory to admit 
A Diftinftion and Exception in ſome parti- 
« cular Paſſages of the Law, ſome particular 
« Att of uts Founder, ft 4 
If our Remarker had plainly defined what 
he meant by general Inſpiration, and had 
: „„ likewiſe 
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likewiſe pointed out thoſe par ticular Paſſages 
of the Law, theſe particular Aets of its Foun- 
der, which are to be excepted in his Opinion, 

we ſhould then have been able to judge of 
the Sufticiency of his Anſwer; but as the 
Caſe is, I cannot comprehend him to mean 
any thing elle, but to evade coming to a 4 
rect Anſwer. - 
And the reaſon of his advancing this No- 
tion, whatever it is, is entirely groundleſs; 
for who of our Engliſh Divines ever inſiſts 
upon a verbal Inſpiration ? Or who of them 
affirms that every individual Act of Moyes 
was miraculouſly directed from Heaven? It 
is enough for us to have the Prophet guarded 
from all Error, which is all that we mean by 
_ univerſal Inſpiration; as the Remarker might 
have ſeen, and have ſpared the Miſrepreſen- 
tation of my Meaning, if he had pleaſed to 
conſult p. 19. of the Ob/erv. where the Inſpi- 
ration of the Books of Ms/es is thus explain 'd, 
« by which we mean, that they were Written 
either by the immediate Sug geſtion of the Spi- 
« rit of God, or guarded by his divine Super- 
«4 intendance from all Errors and Miſtakes, 
seither of Facts, Reaſoning, or Doctrine. 
Since therefore neither the Ob/ervator nor 
any Engliſh Divine that ever I met with are 
Advocates for the literal Inſpiration, this 
Charge upon the modern Advocates of Chri- 
Oy, 1, e. the Clergy of the Church of 
F-2 England, 5 
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England, is only a Pretence, without any 
real Foundation. 

Dr. Whitby b, Lowth, and Linwverh: treat pro- 
feſſedly upon this Subject; - and Biſhop Wil. 
liams touches upon the ſame in his Boyles 
Lectures, as does Dr. Fenkin in his Rea ſona- 
bleneſs of the Chriſtian Religion; but none of 
theſe Writers advance any ſuch Notion as the 
literal Inſpiration; and with regard to Fo- 
reign Divines, we are no more anſwerable 
for their Opinions, than we are for the Con- 
duct and Sentiments of ſome particular Per- 
ſons among ourſelves. 

As this therefore ſeems to be a Phantora of 
the Remarker's own railing, we do not envy 
bim the Glory of beating it down again with- 
out Oppotition. 

15. The Fiflions which he charges upon 
Meles are it ſeems treated as downright BIA 
| phemy ana Atheiſm itjelf, p. 16. for which he 
refers to P. 23. of the O but neither there 
or any where elle are 7/ 06% Words mentioned 
or 3 upon him; it is indeed ſuggeſted 
that the Scheme of introducing Ficlions into 
the Moſaic Hiftory is in its Conſequence de- 
ſtructive of the Notion of an over-ruling Pro- 
vidence; and if this is charging him with 
Blaſphemy and Atheiſm, the nature of the 
thing itſelf will prove it, as has been obſcr- 
; ved before Sect. 3. 


e In the gen eral pee Face to his Paraphraſe aud  Commentaz * 


en the N. 7. 
Our 


45 J 


Our Author, inſtead of proving that Moſes 
either actually did introduce Fi#7ons into his 
Hiſtory, or that any degree of /uch Fictions is 
conſiſtent with divine Revelation, which 
when he ſhall do, I will own myſelf confu- 
ted; inſtead of proving theſe material Points, 
which it was incumbent upon him clearly to 
make out, he ridicules the Obſervator for 
Mm declaring all ſuch Fictions inconſiſtent with 
© any degree of Inſpiration,” and thinks that 
his bare Ridicule will be looked upon as a full 
Confutation, and then artfully flies to what 
he thinks to be a more defenſible Tohic, viz. 
the Lawfulneſs of political Lying. : 
16. But here likewiſe he will be found to 
miſrepreſent the Obſervaror, by dropping 


Part of his Sentiments, and to deceive the _ 


Reader, by appealing to Authors who will 
appear upon Examination not only not to 
come up to his Purpoſe, but likewiſe to con- 
tradict and abſolutely diſprove what he brings 
them for. 

The Obſervator very well knew that many 


Chriſtian Writers had been Advocates for 


what they call Hcious Lies in ſome particu- 
lar Caſes, and accordingly made allowance 
for the ſame, p. 20. but never met with any 
Chriſtian Advocate for political Lying in ge- 
neral before the Author of e Letter, Sc. 
appeared in its behalf; and therefore he had 

juſt reaſon to ſay, © chat this was the firſt 
„ Writer that ever maintained ſo ſtrange a 
_ * Doctrine, 


C8] 

% Doctrine, and at the ſame time inſiſted 
e upon the Soundneſs of his Chriſtianity, 
1 
5 The Obſervator went ſtill far ther, and for 
Ar gument' s ſake admitted, © that in common 
© Cafes it was allowable to deceive the People 
&* for ther Benefit,” but then proved, that 
even this Conceſſion would by no means aſ- 
fiſt our Author in defending his new Hypothe- 
/is. Inſtead therefore of endeavouring to ſup- 
port the general Lawtulnets of political Ly. 
ing, the Remarker ought to have proved, 
that becauſe the Civil Magiſtrate may in 
ſome Caſes impoſe upon the People for their 
real temporal Benefit, therefore he may like- 
wife impoſe upon them a new and charge- | 
able Syſtem of Religion, 

This ought to have been the Remarker's 
Task, ſince there is to us who believe Chri- 
ſtianity, and know it is built upon the Foun- 

dation of the Prophets, of whom Maoſes was 
the chief, to us I ſay there is a wide diffe- 
rence between Meſes and all other Lawgivers, 
he aſſerting his Commiſſion from that God 
whom our bleſted Saviour alſo taught, ap- 
pealing to the Truth of Moſes's Commiſſion 
for the Confirmation of his own; if there- 
fore neither this Prophet's Commiſſion nor 
Laws were actually from God, in this Caſe 
he will be found not to much to lye to the 
People as to God himſelf; and indeed our 
bleſſed Saviour v ill be involved | in the ſame 


Crime, 


[a7 ] 

Crime, the Impiety of which Conſequence 
ought to be received with the utmoſt Horror 

and Indignation by all real Chriſtians. 

But tho' political Lying ſhould in com- 
mon Caſes be admitted to be capable of ſome 
Extenuation, yet nothing that the Remarker 
has advanced will by any means come up to 
a Juſtification of it; his Teſtimonies either 
_ claſh with one another, or elſe make nothing 
to his Purpoſe; thus tho Plato ſhould be al- 
lowed to be an Advocate * for decerving the 
People for their good”, yet both Grotivs _ 
Puffendorf, and all Chriſtian C afuiſts, to 
whom the Remarker appeals, H. 17. will be 
found to be of a quite different Opinion; and 
Fuſebius and Clemens Alexandrinus, the two 
primitive Fathers, upon whoſe Evidence he 
relies, will appear to have been appealed to 
with the utmoſt Impertinence, and to ſay 
nothing to his Purpoſe. 

* Grotius upon Luke xxiv. 28. TEA farly : 
contradicts and argues againft the Notion of 


* Quod Plato medicis hac in re gat civitatum rectores, in 
ed re nimiam licentie feneſtram aperit: neque par ratio et; 
nam dignitatis differentia non tollit cam equalitatem, quam 
inter omnes homines natura conſtituit, cujus pars maxima in 
 mutua & eequali ſermonis uſu conſiſtit, atque adeo, ut in Apo- 
logetico dixit Tertullianus, Nulla lex (civilis {cilicet) ſibi ſoli 
conſcientiam juſtitiæ ſuæ debet, ſed eis, à quibus obſequium 
expectat. 1//ud quogue C hriftiani meminifſe aevent, cum omnem 
Jjurisjurandi aſum ex communi ſermone Chriftus ſuſtulerit, ejuſg; 
in lecum ſubſtitzerit nudam affermationem & negationem, nos 
minus Chriſtianos abhorrere debere ab omni perfiatd atque etiam 
Vanitate, quam cater homine:s, qui modo aliguid habent prodi- 
Iatis, abborrent a feriurio, Grot. in Luc. 24. 28. 
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common Honeſty do Perjury. 


dere velim, &c. 


[48] 
Plato, who, according to his Opinion, by 
« equalling the Power of Civil Governors 10 
« that of Phyſicians, opens a wide Field to 200 


* much Liberty; nor indeed is the Caſe the 


« ſame, for difference of Station does not deſtroy 
* the natural Equality of Men, which chiefly 


© conſiſts in a mutual and equal Benefit of Lan- 


© guage; upon which account, as Tertullian 


* 


0 


has obſerved in bis Apolegy, no Law relating 


to the Government of the Community is 


. 


* 


ſufficiently juſtified by a tacit Conſciouſ- 
« neſs of its own Equity, but owes likewiſe 


« a ſatisfactory Account of the Reaſonable- 


“ neſs of it to thoſe from whom it expects 
« Obedience. Chriſtians ought likewiſe to re- 
« member, that ſince Chriſt has bamfhed all 
« Oaths from common Converſation, and has 


« ſubſtituted in their place only yea yea, and 
e nay .nay, they ought as much to abhor all 


_ 


0 


Double-dealing and Lying as other Men of 


Pufendorf' in his Law of Nature, B. 4. 


Cb. 1. Set. 17. allows indeed ſome Liberties 


to Governors of States, which he thinks nor 


- juſtifiable in private Perſons, but claps the 
following Reſtraint upon Governors them- 
ſelves: © We are by no means willing to extend 


« this Liberty ſo far as to juſtify the politick 
« Pictions of Numa; nor will of wan Privi- 
« lege bold at all in the Caſe of Promiſes and 


« Engagements.* 


* Iſthæc tamen haudguaguam ad Numæ commenta exten- 


leave 


4 149 ] 8 
I leave the Remarker to make the beſt Uſe 
he can of theſe his two Teſtimonies, but am 

ſure that if Pyfendorf will not juſtify Numa 
in pretending a Communication with a ficti- 

tious Goddeſs, much leſs will he countenance 

Moſes in uſing the Name without the Autho- 

rity of the true God himſelf; and if Grotius 
diſcards Plates Sentiment upon this Point, 
and thinks that every Lawgiver, inſtead of 

impoſing upon their Underſtandings, ought 
to explain to the People the Reaſonableneſs 
of his Commands, then I am perſuaded he 
can be no ſuch Friend to political Lying, as 
to countenance the Fictions which our Re- 
marker unpources to Moſes. 
Euſebius, it muſt be allowed, introduces 
Plato as contending for the Uſefulneſs of 


moral Fables in the Education of Children, 


as appears from the Fable of the Dragon's 
Teeth, which immediately follows his Quo- 
tation from him; and he likewiſe adds, hat 

there are very many Inſtances of this Kind 
in the Books of the Hebrews h. 55 
Let it be obſerved, that Euſebius in the 
Preface to the Eleventh Book declares, that 
th Plato is right in moft things, yet he does 
not reaſon exactly in all; and whatever 
might be his real Opinion, it is certain that 
 Fujebius underſtood him in this place as con- 
tending only for the Lawfulneſs of adapting 
moral Inſtructions to the Capacities of Chil- 
 Prapar. Evangel. Lib. 12. Cap. M. | 
0 i 


>, — 


L 81 
dren, by couching them under pertinent Fa- 
bles; and then his ſubſequent Obſervation 

may be thus interpreted: © In the ſame 
e manner the Hebrew Scriptures condeſcend 
« ro the Capacities of Men, by repreſenting 
God as ſubject to /leep, as actuated by Jea- 
* louſy, Anger, and other human Paſſions! | 
22 therefore cannot be ſaid to affirm, 


that Plato's Notion of political Fiction das 
& borrowed from the Hebrew Scriptures,” but 


only his manner of adapting Inſtructions to 


the Capacities of Children; and thus at this 


Day we put A/op's Fables into the Hands of 
Children without any Imputation of patro- 


nizing political Fictions. 

Before we leave Euſcb:us I cannot but ob- 
ſerve, that our accurate Remarker interprets 
27 ECegiun yexoaic, in the Books of Moſes, Def. 
45. But where I will ask him is God ſaid 
« fo ſleep in any part of the Pentateuch? No 
where that I know of; let him therefore 
own that he can be miſtaken, at leaſt in 


things of no great conſequence: and to do 


him Juſtice, he tacitly acknowledges this 
Overſight in a ſecond Tranſlation of the Paſ- 
ſage, Some Remarks, p. 49. where he has con- 


ſtrued it right, «© 772 the Books of the Hebrews : 
But in the next Paragraph he again ſpoils all, 
and makes Euſebius expreſly to affirm, that 
_ © Plato's Notzon of political Tictious was bor- 
< rowed from Moſes ;” whereas Euſebius ex- 
prefix affirms no ſuch thing, but only that 


y there 


[51 ] 


« there are very many Inſtances of this Kind in 
the Books of the Hebrews,” and unluckily 
for the Remarker, one of thoſe Inſtances is 
not once to be met with in any Part of the 
Books of Maſes, tho' more than once in the 


* 


Books of the Hebrews. 


. 


We will next touch upon his Teſtimony 


from Clemens Alexandrinus : And it is very 
ſurprizing that a Writer who can aſſure us 
c that he never N any Paſſage with 
« deſign to make it be 


ce ftri&ly carry b, ſhould at firſt pitch upon 


one ſo entirely foreign to his Purpoſe, and 


then perſevere in the Juſtification of it, after 
its Impropriety had been ſo fully and clearly 
ſhewn in he Reply to his Defence ©; againſt 
Which, rather than ſay nothing, he has gi- 
ven us an impertinent Critic upon the Word 
FexTny% d; for tho' all Authors contempo- 
rary with Clemens had uſed it for a Civil Go- 
vernor, yet it does not from thence follow 
that Fezmmucg, Which is the Word uſed by 


| Clemens, muſt mean Civil Government z, and 


in the Paſſage quoted © it is impoſſible that it 
ſhould mean any thing elle but the Art of 
Military Government, unleſs Clemens is ſup- 
poſed to be an abſurd as well as inaccurate 
Writer; for how can 7njuring of Subjects be 
defenſible upon any Scheme? which it muſt 
be if this Paſſage is applicable to the Civil 
b Some Rem. p. 33. 5 62. Some Rem. DCE» 
© p.:417. Ed. Pott. Y | 
„%%  W Govern- 


ar more than it would 


\) 


[52] 


Government of Moſes: and our Remarker 
himſelf does not ſeem to have conſidered, 
that the ſame Teſtimony which he produced 


only to juſtify Lying for the Benefit of the Peo- 


ple, proves alſo the Lawfulneſs of 7njuring 


them at the ſame time, which I am apt to 
think will never be allowed to be for their 
Benefit, tho' it may happen to be to his pre- 
ſent Purpoſe : Let me add, that this Paſſage 
is quoted by Biſhop Taylor in his Ductor 
Dubitantium as entirely and only applicable to 
a State of War f; and ſince the Remarker 


pays ſo great Deference to his Judgment up- 

on another Occaſion &, it is to be hoped that 
he will not reject it upon this, where he could 
not poſſibly labour under any Prejudice, ha- 
ving no particular Hypotheſis to ſerve or miſ- 
lead him. 


But the Remarker himſelf, after all his 


nne Flouriſhes, in effect gives 2 Point, 
7 


by ſaying, © Should J grant you this — does 
eit nct come to much the ſame thing h? It 
comes juſt as much to the fame thing as Peace 
and War, as Subjects and Enemies, as pro- 


ving and not proving, as quoting fairly and 


quoting diſhoneſtly, as ingenuouſly giving 


up and obſtinately defending falſe Quota- 


tions are the jame things. 


Ide Remarker may as well attempt to re- 
concile Contradictions, or invert the nature 


p. 496. Lend. 1696, , 8 Vide Title Page of ſome Rem. 
d Some Rem p. 50. 50 5 


53 


of thoſe moral Entities Peace and War, as 


to endeavour to make out, that becauſe a 


thing is lawful in War againſt Enemies, it is 
therefore allowable in Peace to practiſe the 
ſame upon Citizens: Enemies have no Right 


to Truth in many Inſtances, but Citizens 
have always a Right to be dealt with as 


Friends and reaſonable Creatures; and I 


think to be deluded by political Lyes can 
never be reckoned among the Privileges, ac- 


cruing from the natural Rights of Mankind. 


I now leave the Remarker to boaſt of his 
ancient and modern Teſtimonies, and to go 


on in expofing the Folly and Raſhneſs of the 


« Obſervator in declaring againſt political Ly- 
« ing, and in aſſerting him to be the firſt Wri- 
« ter that ever maintained ſo ſtrange a Do- 


« frine, and at the ſame time nfiſted upon the 
* Soundneſs of his Chriſtianity.” Rem. 16. 


Obſ. 20. 


I am not ſollicitous about any degrees of 
political Lying, which will not affect the 


Credit of Mees; and if by too general Ex- 


preſſions I have ſeemingly cramped the juſt 


Liberty of Civil Governors, it was not in my 
Intention; and J believe every impartial Rea- 
der will admit that all proper Allowances are 


made in the ſecond and third Paragraphs of 


P. 20. of the Oꝭſervations. 


17. To go on: The Remarker obſerves, 
P. 17. © that Writers of the Obſervator's Claſs 


cc — ſich cloſe fo tbe infallible Word, and 


« unwver/al 


| 
/ 

1 
| 


tw] 


0 Ani 22 Inſbiration of the Bible; and God | 


be thanked that I am of that Claſs, that think 


it profane to banter, as this Writer here does, 


The infallible Word, the univerſal In opiraticn 
„ the Seri ptur, es; and I hope I ſhall ever have 
the Happinels to avoid that other, of which 


e ſeems fo Prodigioully fond, having no 


mbition to ſit in the Scorners Cate; for 1 


ſeriouſly think it my great Happineſs to have 
 To.furea Refuge, as to be able upon all Oc- 
_ cafions to recur to a Rule that will not de- 


ceive me, if I do not preſume eto be Wiſe 
& above what i is written, | 
But 1 would not have our Remarker claim 5 


as ingenious Sarcaſm, as he thinks it, for 
his own; one who was a more able Man 


than himſelf in theſe Matters, and has pro- 
bably been his Inſtructor; fell exactly intq 
the fame Thought ; and if this Gentleman 
had the Ingenuity to own all that he bor- 


Tous, he ought to have made a marginal Re- 
ference to the Preface of 'Spinnza's Philoſophig 
facre Scripture interpres, where that ſtanch 
Chriſtian has theſe memor able Words : 


Men any Controverſy about any Article of 
Faith or Manners a1 uſes among them, as well 
becomes Men of ſuch a Profeſſion, they fly ini. 
© medrately to the holy Scriptures, to the infalli- 
hie Word of God, as to a Sheet Anchor * © 


Ci inter i/los aligua, de 492m nate 2 ar mori Pabili- 


* 6% 
* 


. e imcidir coniratera, ? retigio, ut talis profeſſionis hnmi- 


get condecet, ad &. Literas, in ab Dei werbum, tanguam 
n Anchoram, fi conterunt atgie config iunt. Philoſophia 


85 Serip, Interpres, Prolog p. 6. | 
The 
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The ſame Author gives an allegorical Ex- 


plication of the Hiſtory of the Fall, but with 


ſomewhat more Modeſty concludes, « ra- 


« ther chuſe to diſmiſs this Subject, * we 1 
oF: am not abſolutely ſecure that my Liter preta- : 


ion is agreeable to the Deſign of the Writer, 
« and becauſe moſt Men are firmly of Opinion. 


nj * Narrgtion of real Fadi. 


Our Remar ker © takes Moſes 70 have den 5 
« a great Prophet, &c. Some Remarks 2 69. 


So did Spincze aſſert of the Apoſtles: No 


one who reads the N. J. can make any doubt 


but that the Apoſtles avere Prophets,* There 
fore we may juſtly expect a. more explicit 
Declaration of this Gentleman's Sentiments 


before we can admit of general Profeſſions; 
let us know what he means by Prophet, what 


by mraculous, what by Inſbiration, and then, 


we ſhall be able to judge of his Explanations. 


In another Place this Author ſeems to pay 
almoſt the ſame Compliment to Me/es with 


our: Writer: SÞ11192:4 ſays, Since Moſes 


% plainly teaches that God is a jealous God, and 
6, 210 Where teaches that God. I) deute out human 


14 1 Aiffcit or totam iam prim. hominis biforiam, 
ſee parabolam ex hoc fit ndamento ex plicare ; ſed male id m ers 


Facere 3 cm guia non p um abſolute eſſe cert 45, UM ned OX- 


picatio cum ſeriptoris mente conveniat ; tur guts plerigue xen 
concedunt hanc hiſtoriam eſſe parabulam, fed plane. 1 62 
i wplicem narratiene n ofe Tract. 'Theologico- Polit. p. 7 

* Nemo, gui novum teſtamentum legit, dubitare poteft, # ARR 


tele Prephetas fuige... Trac. Theologico- Polit. p. 198. 
Palſious, 


that this Hiſtory is no Parable, but a plain. 


-» pL. — 


9 
Laus than ſuch as were revealed from God; 
rh it muſt be confeſſed, that all the before 


561 


c Paſſions, from hence wwe muſt conclude, that 


« either Moſes believed this himſelf, or at Jeaſi 


> 


« had a mind to inſtil the Belief of it into 
« others, tho at the ſame time we believe this 
Opinion to be contrary to * N ＋ | 

The Remarker is much in the ſame Strain, 
No body, I dare ſay, can ſhew that Plato 


ever recommended what Euſebius here men- 
tions, or for the Good of the People ever 


A 


feigned God to be jealous, angry, ſleepy, &c. 


Which is as much as to ſay, that Plato had 


more Senſe than to imitate Moſes, or the 


other facred Penmen, in aſcribing human 
Paſſions to God. - 


The next ſimilar Sentünent i 18 this: Spi- 


noza ſays, This Government (of the Jews) 


« might juſtly be called a Theocracy, as the 


Members of it were governed by no other 


« mentioned Particulars conſiſted more in the 
« Opinion of the People, than in the Reality of 
the Thi 85 themſelves. 


* Sie Moſes chard docet Deun 57 e nec ullibi 
docet, Deum carere paſſionibus [ive animi pathematis, hinc plane 
concludendum Mojem hoc ipſum credidiſſe, aut ſaltem docere vo- 
Ju iſſe, guantumo is banc ſententiam rationi Papagnare Tram. 


Trad. TREO TIER. P- 1265 


* "Har de cane bee Imperium Theeeratia | vocari potuit; 


150 quandoguidem ejus cives nulla jure ni a Deo revelato teneban- 


tur, verum enimverd bac omnia opinione n gram re con- 


"O00: e p. 276. 


Our 


L539: ]; 
Our Remarker, under the Umbrage of 
Joſephus, vents the following Sentiment: 
6 Moſes ————— made his Government a Theo- 
cracy; now this ———— can bear no other 
*© Senſe, than that he managed Matters ſo, as 
to perſuade the People that every thing or- 
« dered or effected by publick Authority, was 
done by the immediate Appointment and Di- 


: Lad 


bur alſo vindicate the Sentiment of another, | | 
unleſs he had himſelf alſo adopted it for his 
own ? But that our Remarker has done, p. 37. 1 
of his Defence, and p. 41. of ſome Remarks, = | 
I will mention but one parallel Sentiment 
more: Spa lays, Since Conſciouſneſs tho- 
« roughly perſuades, dictates, tejtifies, and in- | 
a ſpires us with a Notion that the thing ap 1 
* ceived is really true, hence it may jeff be = | 
« called the A the D:Aate, the Teſti- 
15 my and the Inſpiration of God, or the 
8 = 
2 9ynien nulla eſ clara & diſtincta perceptio, guæ non 
 intime ſui cenſcientiam in nobis gignere paßt: & cum omnis, 
uti dictum, clare ac diſtinctæ perceptionts Deus ſit cas ſa, etiam 
jus intime conſcientiæ cauſa erit 5 cumgue hbæc conſcientia 
rem perceptam efſe veram indubiè nobis perſuadeat, dictet, tiſte- 
tur, atgue inſpiret, non immeritd nec incongrue Dei ſeu Spiritus 


erection of God. 4 J a 
If the Remarker objects this is the Senti- Will 
ment of Joſephus, and not his; I anſwer, the W || 
Author of the Reply to his Defence has plainly Mil 
(hewn the contrary, p. 69, 70. But granting 10 
that it was the real Sentiment of Joſephus, el 
would any Man in his Senſes not only relate, Ul! 

| 


(anti perinafio, dictamen, teſtimonium, atque inſpiratio appel- _ ll 
/ari poteri; Philoſophia 8. Scripture Interpres, p. 72. 5 | | 


11 Correſpon- 
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e 
Correſpondent to this our Remarker ob- 
ſerves, © Whoever: is conſcious to himſelf that 
he has formed the bejt Body of Laws, has cer- 


* famly the beſt: Pretence either himſelf. to i ma- 


«* gine that be had the Aſſiſtance of God in them, 
* or to decerve the People with the Notion of 
* hrs peing ſo aſſiſted, &c. * 

In this one Paragraph Moſes has more than 
a  ſongle Compliment paid him, he may either 
paſs: for an Enthu/raft or an Impoſtor, as he or 


his Friends ſhall like beſt. And from all theſe 
parallel Places that have been produced from 


Spinoza, we may affirm of the Remarker what 
Cicero does of Ennius with regard to Nævius: 
« If you own the Truth, you have borrowed _ 
C many Sentiments from him ; if you deny 


it, you have acted the Plagiary. Þ 


18. Our judicious Remarker obſerves, Pp. 


= 18. IF the inviolable Laws of Truth can't be 


c diſpenſed with, there ſeems to be little Senſe 


in what Dr. W. often alledges — that the 
% Command. of God alters the nature of the 
thing; for is not this to diſpenſe with his [a- 


«cred and inviolable Laws? 


Since this Remarker ſeems to be much 


better acquainted with the Nature and Uſe- 
fulneſs of Lying and Fiction than with the in- 
violable Laws of Truth, I will beg leave to 
inform him, that rhey are thoſe Laws which | 


Defence, p. 36. 


1 A Nzvio wot ſumpſiſti multa, ſi fateris; vel fi negas, 
 Garripuilt, in Brut. 6. 70. 


reſult 


[59] 


reſult from the various Relations and Cir- 
cumſtances of Things and Perſons ; fo that 
the ſame natural Action may be lawful or 
unlawful, according to the dieren Relations 
or Circumſtances that attend it; for in them- 
ſelves all natural Actions are indifferefit. and 
receive the Denomination of good or bad 
from their End and concomitant Circum- 
ſtances; thus to deſtroy human Life without 
a juſt Cauſe, is Murder; but the Magiſtrate 
may ſometimes be bound in Duty to inflict 
capital Puniſhments; and the Command of 
God, who is the ſupreme Lord of Life, will 
always juſtify the Perſon who executes his 
Will; in this Caſe a new Circumſtance is in- 
trodiichd” which alters the Nature or Mora- 
liry of the Action, and renders that a Duty, 
; which without ſach a divine Interpoſition 2 5 
would have been highly criminal. 
Cicero to this purpoſe writes, Offic. lib. 3. 
8 Many Actions which ſcem Waleri 
« orrtuons, by Alteration of Circumſtances ceaſe 
* f0 be ſo e; and vice versa, many Actions 
which ſeem naturally immoral. by Altera- 
tion of Circumſtances ceaſe to be ſo: Thus 
in Tully's own Inſtances; not to perform a 
Promiſe, not to ſtand to an Agreement, and 
not to deliver up a Truſt, are Actions that 
ſeem naturally immoral; but many Caſes 


may happen in which they will be free from 


© Multa quæ honeſta natura videntur eſſe, remporibus fun: 


non honeſta. | 
H 2 that 
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that Imputation: in the ſame manner the 
Command of God may alter the Nature or 


the Morality of an Action, without diſpenſing 


with the inviolable Law of Truth, which is 
always the ſame-in the ſame Circumſtances, 
and never varies from itſelf in any Circum- 
| ſtances whatever. 


The Law of Truth is invariable and indiſ. 


penſable, and provides for every poflible 
Change of Circumſtances, without ever be- 


ing changed itſelf; when therefore God 


commands a thing to be done, which with- 
out his Command was unlawful, he does not 


diſpenſe with the Law of Truth, but acts 
agreeable to that indiſputable Part of it, 


which teaches us that the ſupreme Creator 


has an abſolute Right over the Lives and 


Actions of all his Creatures. I agree with 


our Remarker, that the Bible itſelf is to be 


try'd by this Law of Truth, viz. whether it 


has all the juſt and certain Marks of a divine 


Revelation; and when we are once ſatisfied 
ol this Point, then the only remaining Pro- 
vince of Reaſon is, to judge whether the 


thing revealed is poſſible or not; and if we 


cannot demonſtrate it to be altogether im- 


poſſible, we are bound to receive it as a cer- 
tain Truth from the Authority of the Re- 


vealer; which Reaſoning is confirmed by 


Mr. Locke in his Chapter on tte diſtinct Pro- 
VINCES of Tait h and Reajon, - „„ 
„„ 19. The 
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. The Obſervator ſays, 5 33. If you 
7 


" bag given us reaſon to t 


„ have the ſame with them, but ſill an in- 


1 Plea for being indulg d in the like 


« Particularities, 
In this Paragraph our Remarker changes 


the ſame into ſome, and entirely leaves out (but 
ill an mnſufficient) Plea, which gives a new w 


Turn to the Sentiment, and repreſents as a 


full Indulgence, what was deſigned as a can- 
did Cenſure of thoſe two excellent Perſons, 
which makes his following Reflection, p. 19. 
carry ſome appearance of Juſtice with it. But 


if an Author takes this Liberty with a living 


Writer, who can do himſelf Juſtice, by de- 
tecting the Miſrepreſentation, the Reader 
may judge how free he makes with thoſe 


who are unable to vindicate themſelves. 


In a Court of Juſtice ſuch a Mutilation of 
L Evidence would not paſs without Cenſure; 


and it is a ſhrewd Sign that no juſt Excep- 
tions could be made againſt either the Di- 
ction or Matter of the Ob/ervations, when the 
Remarker is forced in ſome places to vary 


the Phraſe in order to make Nonſenſe, and in 
others to alter the Sentiment I in order to con- 


. . 
10 proceed: The i had fad 


“ Grotius and Tillotſon modeſtly ſuggeſt, that 
in a frm Inſtances of no moment the Super- 
7 1-508 mntengence 


ink that your 
% Faith was as ro as theirs (viz. as the 
Faith of Grotius and Tillotſon) you would 


© his Authority: And of the Apoſtles he ſays 


62 1 
* 7ntendence of the Holy Ghofl: mio be be ſuſpen- 
„ ded; in oppoſition to which our Remar- 


| ker affirms, * that:they go ſo far as th intimate, 


* that in the hiſtorical, and even the mo- 
« ral Books 0 Scripture, there is no neceſjity 
« for Inſpiration ; which may be admitted in 


ſuch Parts of the hiſtorical and moral Books 
as to them ſeemed of no great moment, with 


out contradicting my Aſſertion; and it muſt 


pe allowed that there is a wide difference be- 


tween aſſerting that there is no neceſſity for 


Iuſpiration, and that there ee IS 20 I. 
f rr at all in thoſe Books. 


Grotius T-will admit brings the Neceſſity 


- of Inſpiration lower than any other Chriſtian | 
Writer, yer till he defines * Scripture given 


* by Tnfpirdiien of God to be that which was 
given by the Prophets, ſuch as were Moſes, 
„ Hfaiah, Sd Where we may obſerve, that 
the Books of Mzjes ate reckoned/among the 
eivindly imfpired without any: Poffibilitſy of 
Poafion; which will defeat the principal 
View. hae the Remarker had in firſt quoting 
in general, « Habent Jane divinum Authorita- 
« tem gui a Apoſtoles ſiint ſeripta, viz. That 
' the Writs: vas of the Ateſtles are of divine 
cs ee Tom. 3 3. P. 725. And of St. Paul 
in partic ular wr nmtator exprelly affirms, 


4 hat St. Peter 820 attrivuted to bin divine 
idm, 2 Vet.! 11. 5. 
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As 


1 

As to Archbiſhop T:/lotfen the Caſe is much 
plainer: If ſeems ſufficient in this Matter 
« (fays that excellent Writer) fo afſert that 


« the Spirit ef God did reveal to the Penmen. 


4 15 Scriptures what was neceſſary to be 

« revealed; and:as to all other things, that bei 

Aid ſuperintend them in the writing of it, jo 
© far as to ſecure them: from any material Er- 

© ror or Miſtake in what they bave delrucred, 
Vol. 12, pi 105 


But if the gentiments of theſe. great Men 


bad been much leſs favourable to Iipiration, 


yet ſtill our Remarker would have no Right 
to ſhelter himſelf under their Names; his 


Pictions far ſurpaſs every thing that has been 


ſuggeſted by them, and can only receive 


Countenance from proteled Fagan or Infidel 
Authors. 4 | 

Withour any Comment theſes I leave 
the Reader to judge, whether I had not ſuffi- 
cient Grounds for hat I aſſerted concerning 


the modeſt Suggeſtions of theſe two great 
Men, with reg ard. to the Suſpenſion of Inſpi- 


ration in Matters of no great moment; and 
go on to conſider ſome other Par clan, 


3 


20. In the very next Page, 20. we meet 
with another groſs Miſrepreſentation ; bel 


Obſervator had ſaid, . 3 1. Thar all the 
Influence and Truth ot the Chriſtian Re- 
** ligion depend upon the divine Inſpiration 


<< of the Scriptures; the Remarker ſubiti- 
tutes Scripture tor the Cen Religion, and 
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makes the Aſſertion run thus, viz. © Thor 
all the Influence and Truth of Scripture de- 
« pend on the J 3 of Scripture: Pro- 
poſitions ſomething different! For tho' the 
Scriptures might poſſibly be true without In- 
ſpiration, and as true might have ſome In- 
fluence upon rational Creatures, yet Chriſti- 
anity is built not upon the Poſſibility, but 
upon the Certainty of the Truth of the Scri- 
ptures, which cannot be proved to be certain- 
ly true, unleſs they be admitted to be divine- 
ly inſpired ; becauſe if this is not admitted, 
they may then be proved to be certainly falſe, 
fince they do plainly and frequently aſſert 
the Reality of their own divine Inſpiration. 
Our Remarker himſelf has furniſhed us with 
ſome Inſtances, which he thinks actually 
Falſee; but if ſome Parts are falſe, why not 
others? why not all? And if the Certainty 
of the Truth of the Scriptures is rendred thus 
precarious, how will Chriſtianity, which is 
built upon them, be leſs ſo? What Certainty 
can we have of the Truth of it? Or what real 
Influence will ſo precarious a Syſtem of Re- 
ligion have over the Conduct of its Profeſ- 
fors? The Obſervator therefore thinks that 
he had, and has ſtill, juſt reaſon to aſſert, 
« that all the Influence and Truth of the Chri- 
« ftian Religion depend on the divine Inſpira- 


tion of the Scriptures. 


| © Some Remarks, p. 76. 


44. The: 
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21. The 21ſt Page furniſhes us with 2 ve- 
ry extraordinary Period, that at once ſuper- 
ſedes and deſtroys all Inſpiration whatever : 
Je Character of Inſpiration ſuperadded 

« ſorves only to introduce Difficulties and 
** Doubts, where all was clear before, and caſts 

an Air of Impoſture over the whole. For it 
s certain that Chriſtianity is nothing but an 
= Hiſtory of Facts atteſted by proper Witneſſes; 
therefore in our Author's Opinion the Claim 
of Inſpiration will caſt an Air of Impoſture 
over the whole; and accordingly « mm the 
« Caſe of the Goſpels, as our good primitive 


_ Chriſtian goes on, © the aſſerting Inſpiration 


* to be neceſſary, ſeems dangerous to Chrijtia- 
i nity itſelf, by unhinging and perplexing its 
« proper and natural Evidence, 
What then is the proper and natural 971. 
5 wag” of Chriſtianity? As our Author tells 
« It is the Reaſoning of all Divines, that 
« the Truth of the Goſpels ſtands on the ſame 
% Bottom with every other hiſtorical Truth in 
« the World. I allow this, and contend for 
ſomething more, viz. chat beſides the com- 
mon Evidence of Hiſtory, it enjoys the ad- 
ditional Security of a divine Superintendence, 
by means of which we are abſolutely certain 
that all the Facts related in the Goſpels are 
infallibly true, which we cannot be abſolute- 
ly ſecure of in any other Hiſtories whatſ{o- 
ever. 


EE: ] own 
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I own I am ſo ſhort-ſighted that I cannot 
ſee how a Multiplication of Evidence can 
weaken the Credibility of any Truth; and in 
my way of reaſoning, if a Truth is probable 
upon hiſtorical Evidence, it becomes certain 
upon the addition of diving Teſtimony ; nor 
indecd is bare hiſtorical Evidence ſufficient 
of itſelf to ſupport the Weight that in this 
Caſe mult be laid upon it. 

In the Goſpels there are many things aſ- 
ſerted which human Reaſon cannot compre- 
hend; if therefore I was once convinced that 

che Goſpels were written without any divine 
Superintendence, I ſhould rather be of opi- 
nion that the Authors of them were miſtaken 
in delivering the Will of God, than that it 
was the Will of God to impoſe ſuch Articles 
upon rational Creatures as Reaſon cannot ex- 
plain. Nothing leſs than a Miracle can ſuffi- 
ciently prove che divine Miſtion of Jeſus, and 
nothing leſs than divine Inſpiration can give 
us full Aſſurance that the Myſteries of his 


Religion are faithfully related; therefore be 


proper and natural Evidence of Chriſtianity is 
the Certainty of the Inſpiration of the ſacred 
Books, added to the concurrent Evidence of 
Hiſtory, that they were wrote by the Men 
whoſe Names they bear, and that thoſe Men 

were aſſiſted in the Execution of their Office 
by the Power of working Miracles, and by 
the extraordinary Direction of the Holy 
Ghoſt ; ; and 1 in a the Proof of both theſe Parti- 


culars 
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culars all en concurs; which N to 


ſiſtance in the ae 8 puts the 
Point beyond all reaſonable Doubt that they 
were actually inſpired; otherwiſe both hiſto- 
rical Truth and the Veracity of the ſacred 
Writers themſelves are at once pals fas and 
annulled. 

The numerous Teſtimonies for Inſpi piration 
from holy Writ have not been as yet attaek'd 
by the Remarker; we have therefore a full 
Right to keep Poſſeſſion of them, till their 
Evidence ſhall be particularly examined, and 
ſome Attempt made to invalidate the F orce 
of them. 

As to hiſtorical Tetimonies, it would be 
endleſs to give a ſucceſſive Detail of thern ; 
and I ſhall here only mention one from a 
Writer quoted by Eiſſabius, which contains 
the Sentiments of all the preceding Advocates 
for holy Writ, and is particularly applicable 
to the Oppoſers of ne in the pre- 
ſent Age. 5 

This Author ſpeaking of the Followers of 
Artemon, who put all their Confidence in 
human Learning, and made no ſcruple of 
_ altering and corrupting the Scriptures, in 
order to make them ſquare with their own 
prejudicate Opinions, affirms of them, as a 
neceſſary Conſequence from their Practice, 
phat either they disbelieve the divine Inſpi. 
* ration of the holy Scrip fures, and therefore. 

2 are 


c 


[68] 
* are Infidels; or elſe think themſelves wiſer 
« than the Holy Ghoſt; and then what are they 
« but Men puffed up with the Pride of Devils? 
Eccleſ. Hiſt. p. 254. Ed. Cantab.* 
In this place the Belief of the divine In- 
ſpiration of the Scriptures is taken as a Point 
univerſally granted for a fundamental Article 
of Chriſtianity, and all Oppoſers of it are, 
without Ceremony, called Infidels; and ac- 
cordingly Biſhop Beveridge, who was well 
acquainted with Antiquity, teſtifies, © That 
e all Chriſtians in all Parts of the M. ard beth 
* now and ever did agree in the Belief of the 
divine Inſpiration of the Scriptures of the Old 
% and New Teſtament ; and therefore that he 
* awwho denies it, is juſtly eſteemed unworthy both 
of the Chriftian Name and Society. Anda 
little after, the untverſal Conſent of all Chri- 
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ſtimony Fuſebius extracts from one of thoſe anonymous Au- 


thors, whom at the end of the foregoing Chapter he tiles 
orthodox from their manner of interpreting the holy Scrip- 
tures. To this let me add two very early Teſtimonies from 


Clem. Rom. ad Cor. c. 43. & 45. which are exactly oppoſite to 


the Aſſertions of the Letter-Writer ; the firſt of which affirms 
of Moſes in particular, * 0 anger. Movons Te 
* Hem Teſutva wmp mITE £0WLE1@ om: TO F tefals EiCAoge, 
The other of the e in general: EY x His Ng 
by VERT, Tas £Anbeis gels TIL ud] Of To dis. 6737 act, 
* 6n sd & wy, wit gm N £279 04 ty duT21 5- 
Ed. p. H. Wotton. p. 172, 180. in the former My/es is ſaid to 
have committed to Writing all thoſe things which were actu- 
ally cammanded him; in the other the Scriptures are ſaid to be 
the true Dictates of the Holy Ghoſt, and to contain nothing 
jn them that is unjuſt or Hit ious. 


8 © Pans 
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* ftians may be juſtly looked upon as the Voice 

« of the Goſpel it jelf. Cod. Can. p. I. 
The Remarker will ask, What is all this 
to the Purpoſe? I will immediately tell him: 
It is to prove the Neceſſity af the divine In- 
ſpiration of the Scriptures, which he has re- 
duced from univerſal to partial, and from 
partial to a mere empty Name, . 

I charged him, pb. 33.“ with firiking off 
* the Pentateuch from all Pretenſions to ſuper- 
natural Aſſiſtance, which he is fo far from 
denying, that he boldly goes on and diſmiſſes 
the Goſpels from the Number of inſpired 
Books, p. 21. upon Pretence that there is no 
want of ſuch Inſpiration: By the ſame Rea- 
ſoning all the moral Parts of the Bible are 
excluded from all Claim to divine Aſſiſtance, 
as being deducible from natural Reaſon : 
And by his own Account of his Faith, p. 11. 

_ as a Principle grounded on the Perception of 

Truth, all Myſterics are diſcarded, as uſeleſs 
and ridiculous ; therefore by this Author's 


way of reaſoning all the hiſtorical Parts of 


the Bible, all the moral Rules, and all the 
myſterious Doctrines contained in it, are at 
once cut of and exempted from * the Cha- 
racter of Inſpiration, which would only ſerve 
„to introduce Dijficultics and Doubts where 
« all was clear before, and caſt an Air of Im- 
e poſture over the whole —— as aſſerting it to 
6 be neceſſary, ſeems dangerous to Chriſtianity 


« 47060, 


univerſal Inſpiration. 


„ 
& itſelf, by unhinging and perplexing its proper 
« and natural Evidence, p. 21. 

We only want this Author's explicit Opj- 


nion of the prophetical Parts of Scripture, to 


be let clearly into his Notion of partial In- 


 ſhiration ; and this we may make a Gueſs at 
from his manner of treating the Argument 


which I brought, p. 34. for the Proof of an 
I there urged, that from admitting only a 
partial Inſpiration, it would follow in the end 
that no Share of genuine Inſpiration would be 
left to any Part of Scripture, after every Hu- 
mourift had culled out of his Bible what he did 


not lite: J uſed this as an Argument ad ho- 


minem, and thought that a Writer who own- 


cd a general Inſpiration, would admit it to 
be wmwver/al, rather than overthrow his own 


Hypotheſis. 


Bur it ſeems I was miſtaken; the Remar- 


ker laughs at my Folly in rejecting a Fact be- 
cauſe of its Conſequences, p. 26. And tho' by 
this Queſtion, © Muft we then reject a Fad? 


ee becauſe of its Conſequences? he plainly ac- 
knowledges the Force of my Concluſion, viz. 


that partial Inſpiration will in the end prove 
to be no Inſpiration at all; yet ſtill he perſiſts, 


« that partial Inſpiration is a Fact which the 


* Hiſtory and Teſtimony of the Scriptures them 


« ſelves demonſtrate ; whatever be the Effects 


* of it, tis neceſſary to ſubnut to them; i. e. 


tho' partial Inſpiration is an Hypotheſis which 


9 3 
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in its Conſequences will deſtroy itſelf, yet it 
is neceſſary at the ſame time to maintain the 
Truth, and to ſubmit to the Effects of it, 


dig. to aſſert and give it up at the ſame 


time. 


This laughing at Conſequences puts me in 
mind of an accidental Converſation reported 


to have paſſed between the late Dr. Jenin 


and the memorable Mr. Collins. 


After ſome Diſcourſe the Doctor thought 


that he had fully confuted the Sentiment of 


his unknown Companion, by urging upon 
him, © that the Conſequence of his Reaſoning 


« would end in the Overthrow of Chriſttanity. 


To which Mr. Collins gravely reply'd, « fbat-. 
« may be, Sir, but I can't help it, and leave 
« you to take care of Conſequences. This An- 
{wer was agreeable to the Character of Mr. 


Collins; and if our Remarker will aſſume the 
Character that really belongs to him, we will 
allow his Anſwer to be equally pertinent. 
22. But the Concluſion of this Paragraph 

is alto ſomething particular, “it may proba- 


4 


cv 


Truth or Article of Tp that 7s mi toes to 
ce be believed. 


Here che Ancients come in for a Share of 
his Favour, which he before had ſo plenti- 
_ fully diſtributed among the modern Divines ; 
but Ser e Ancients nor Moderns have any 


reaſon to be angry at an Author who 1s thus 
capable 


bly overthrow the Syſtems of ancient or mo- 
dern Divines, but cannot pojjibly hurt any 


LE] 


capable of contradicting himſelf; and to talk 
here, as he does, of Articles of F aith neceſſary 
to be believed, when he before had declared, 
« that to believe or nat to believe is a thing in- 
06. oe ferent, and no way criminal, is ſuch a 
Piece of Farce and ſolemn Grimace, as will 
only become the Mouth of a real Unbeliever 
acting aukwardly under the Mask of Chri- 
ſtianity. 
23. The Contradiction which the Re- 
marker urges, p. 24. is eaſily cleared up; for 
tho I inſiſt upon the Neceſſity of univerſal 
Inſbiration, and at the ſame time grant two 
particular Exceptions, yet in this I uſe no 
other Language than St. Paul had uſed be- 
fore me: All Scripture is given by Inſpira- 
gion of God, is, I think, equivalent to that 
univerſal Inſpiration for which 1 contended ; 
yet the ſame St. Paul, as I was then of opi- 
nion, made thoſe two Exceptions that I men- 


tioned; if therefore I am condemned, and 


was right in my Exceptions, St. Paul muſt 
undergo the ſame Fate; which makes me not 
apprehenſive of any ill Conſequence either 
from the Charge or the vehement Aggrava- 
tion of it. 


And I believe it wilt de fou an d! 


way of ſpeaking 1 in common Caſes, and there- 

fore not culpable in this; as for inſtance, all 
Mien are rational Creatures, all the Wor Id are 
agreed in this Point, are Propofitions which | 


3 would paſs without Cavil, tho' every indi- 


vidual 
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vidual Man is not a reaſonable Creature, tho 


every individual Perſon ſhould not agree to 
the Point in queſtion. 


But as I ſhall always be ready, and eſteem 
it my Duty to change my Opinion upon due 


Conviction, ſo I think it neceſſary to acquaint 
the Reader, that as to the two Exceptions, 
which I then thought St. Paul had made to 


the divine Inſpiration of his Epiſtles, I find 
reaſon upon a Review to recall them both, 
Viz. 1 Cor. vii. 12. and 2 Cor. xi. 17. for in 
this former Paſſage, To the reſt ſpeak IJ, not 
« tbe Lord, the Apoſtle ſeems only to mean 


as follows, „Concerning other Caſes of Mar- 
cc riage our bleſſed Lord bas determined nothins 
in his Goſpels; therefore as hrs Apoſtle, I 40 


« appoint the following Rules to be obſerved in 


« thoſe Marriages, where one of the Parties 


% ſhall happen 75 be an Unbeliever ; and that 
the Apoſtle looked upon his own Deciſions 


as of divine Authority, appears from ch. 1 


ver. 17. of this ſame Epiſtle: © 1f any 13 


hints him ſelf a Prophet, or Jpiritual, let him 
« acknowledge that the things I write unto you 


« are the Commandment of the Lord a. 
And with regard to the other Text, 2 Cor. 


Xi. 5 That which 1 ſpeak, I ſpeak it not at- 


ter the Lord, but as it were fooliſhly in this 


« confidence of beafting; I am now of opinion 


with Tirinus b, that though the Apoſtle diſ- 


* See 1 bitby and C almet on the Place b See Put; 
I, 1, Tp Vol. 5. P . 5 


K _ claims 


4 


claims the higheſt degree of Inſpiration, wiz. 


the immediate Dictate of the Holy Spirit, 


yet he by no means diſclaims the general Su- 


perintendence of the divine Spirit, by which 


he is guarded from Error in this and all his 


other Writings; the Senſe therefore of this 
Place ſeems to run thus: © Tho” T ſpeak not 
« by the immediate Dictates of the Lord, yet 


* what J jay is agreeable to his Will, as it pro- 
« ceeds from a tender regard to your Welfare, 
_« which obliges me to magnify my Office, and 


« oven to boaſt of my own perſonal Abilities, 


cc which would be the height of Holly, Was 1t not 


« neceſſary to take off Contempt from my ſelf, 


« and to prevent your falling a Prey to crafty 
C Seducers. 5 5 
But theſe Texts, however interpreted, make 
no material Alteration in the Point before us; 


for if they be underſtood to make ſuch Ex- 
ceptions, then the ſame Texts confirm the 
Inspiration of all beſide, and the Rule muſt 
be 70 rale all for inſpired, where the ſacred 


Penmen themſelves do not expreſly make the 


Exception; upon this Foot the Doctrine of 


Inſpiration will ſtand very ſafe, let the Rea- 
der make whatever Judgment he pleaſes of 


the preceding Paſſages. 


24. 1 come now to attend upon the Re- 


marker to his 22d Page, where he {till aſſerts 


the Truth of his Interpretation of Gal. iii. 15. 


which he endeavours toſtrengthen by ſhewing 


the Weakneſs of a Reaſon I never gave, and by 


paſſing 


E 
paſſing over the ſubſtantial Reaſon which 
had given for the contrary Opinion. 

My Words are, « Sf. Paul 7 acknowledge 
«* ſpeaks after the manner of Men, or elſe how 
" ee it be poſſible for Men to underſtand 


« him? and in this Place he means no more, 


cc 
* known Opinions of Men concerning the nature 


cc 


on to prove in the two NPY Para- 
graphs. 
The real Proof he takes no notice of, but 


nibbles at the firſt part of the Sentence, Which 


was only deſigned as an incidental Obſerva- 


tion to introduce the ſecond ; it was a Con- 
ceſſion of part of what he contended for, as 
the ſubſequent Period was a Denial of what 
he chiefly aim'd at: I allow'd that in the li- 


teral Senſe of the Phraſe the Apoſtle ſpoke 
in this Paſlage, as well as in all his other 


Works, after the manner of Men, viz. in the 
uſual Language of Men, or elſe how would 
Men underſtand him ? DO then I contended. 


that his real Meaning was to draw an Argu- 


ment from the known Opinions of Men con- 


cerning Contracts, Oc. 
I never ſaid, nor thought that 720% Ward 


related only to the manner of fpeaking, as the 


Remarker injuriouſly inſinuates; therefore 
the Confutation which follows is nothing 


elſe but a ſolemn Triumph over a ridiculous. 


Argument of his own making, 


%%CCLyV‚ © - © dueh 


than that he draws his Ar gument from the 


of Contra&s and Covenants ; which I went 


— —  — — —— waogy ues 
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Such diſingenuous Fetches as theſe re- 


ſemble the Eagerneſs of a drowning Man, 
who catches at every T'wig to ſave himſelf, 


but after all his vain Efforts irrecoverably 


ſinks at laſt. 


The Remarker will ſtill have it that St. 
erome confirms. his Opinion, and that the 


Obſervator allows as much. My Words were, 


St. Jerome principally dwells upon his Senſe 


, the Place, but not in that large Extent. 
And the Truth of the Matter is this, Jerome 


confirms my Senſe of the Place in ſo many 
Words: © Some think, that the Apoſtle berng 


« about to argue from the Nature of Wills and 


«® Teflaments, and from the Death of the Te- 


& Rater, and other human Examples, uſed the 
* ftollewing Preface: Brethren, I ſpeak after 


« the manner of Men; Zo which Opinion 1 
* agree, though I ſtill th 2 that he principally 
« made uſe f it for the following Reaſon, viz. 
— 1 afolegize for the improper Uſe of two cer- 
« ain Weras, Semina and Teſtamentum“, 
of which the Remarker names bur one; how 
ever Grotius vindicates the Uſe of both theſe 


Fo 


* Putant aliqui, quod de teſtamento hominis, & de Teſla- 
toris morte, & ceteris humanæ fimilitudinis diſputaturus ex 


emplis, dixerit, Fratres, ſecundum bominem dico. Mihi autem 
-vigetur & propter hoc quidem, quod illi arbitrantur : d 


maxime propter illud, quod ſequitur, eſſe præmiſſum, id ett, 
no leit, & Seminibus. Ee. necnon & illud, quod 
ip fert, hoc autem dico teſtamentum, Sr. unde ma- 
nifellum eſt id feciſſe Apoſtolum, quod premiſit, nec rgcon- 
d tis ad Galatas uſum eſſe ſenſibus, &c. J. Hieron. in K pitt. ag 


1 Tom. 4. p 201. Ed. 1 706. 


Words, 


"TI 

Words, the former in his Comment on the 
Place, the latter in his Preface to the Goſ- | 
pels; and expreſly interprets with us, © 7 If 


te ſpeak after the manner of Men, to mean no- 
thing elſe but © I will take an Example from 
« a thing merely human . oo 
St. Jerome therefore, as I expreſſed it, prin- 
cipally dwells upon the Senſe which the Re- 
marker put upon the Place, but not in that 
large Extent; and is ſo far from ſolidly con- 
 firming it, that his Reaſons have been proved 
to be falſe by the Remarker's own Favourite 
Commentator; but granting them to be true, 
they by no means exclude divine Inſpiration 
from that particular Paſſage, either in the 
Intention of Ferome, or in the nature of the 
thing; it could not be YJerome's Intention, ll! 
| becauſe he admits of my Interpretation, which | 
_ ſuppoſes the contrarx. 5 | 
And his Explication, © Non dico ſecundum 
&« Deum, I do not ſpeak from the Dictates o 
God, does not exclude an inferior degree of - 
| Inſpiration, which may amount to a divine 
Superintendence, enough to guard the holy 
Penman from Error; and as to the nature of =—_ 
the thing, no judicious Man ever yet pretend- 
ed to vindicate the exact Elegance and Pro- 
priety of ſcriptural Language in all Inſtan- 
ces; the divine Writers diſclaim it themſelves; 
and the improper Uſe of a Word was never | 
before thought a demonſtrative Argument 


+ Exemplum ſumam à re mere human. | 


(4; 
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gainſt the Reality of Inſpiration. To con- 


clude this Point: 


The Rema: xer 1s very angry, p. 23. at my 
calling that a Tranſlation which he only de- 
ſigned for a ſhort Hxtract; but when a Wri- 


ter ſecs down a Paſſage at "the bottom of the 


Page without any Sc. diſtinguiſhes the Inter- 
pretation of it in Italic, Characters, and in- 
troduces it with © where Jerome obſerves, &c. 
what Reader would not take it for a Tranſla- 


tion, eſpecially from a Gentleman who de- 
fires to be diſtinguiſhed by bis free and eaſy 


Tranſlations ? 

But as I laid no Streſs upon Jerome s Te- 
ſtimony one way or other, it was ſcarce worth 
the Remarker's while to ſpend ſo much Pains 
about it, was it not the Method of /ome Wri- 
ters to raiſe the greateſt Duſt where they de- 


* of raiſing any ſolid Argument. 


. We are now come to vindicate that 


Part of the Obſervations which declares that 


the Remarker's three Pieces, &c. ought by his 


own Reaſoning and Confe fic on to be burnt, and 


himſelf bamſhed. 
Here our Author complains of dati 
Opinions fathered upon him which he never 


cſpouſed, p. 26. with how rauch Juſtice will | 


preſently appear. 


I believe he will allow, that whatever tends 
to diſturb the Publick Feace 1 is cognizable 1 
the Magiſtrate. 


He 


Til. 


He Riel; proves, p. 56. of his Letter, Gc. 


that the Tendency of Chriſtianity as old as 


the Creation was to diſturb the Public Peace. 

Therefore in his own Opinion the Author 
of that Book was juſtly cenſurable by the 
Magiſtrate. 

Inſtead therefore of complaining, he ought 
to thank the Obfervator for making him talk 
and think coniiftent with himſelf. 
Indeed he has ſince changed his Opinion, 
and now affirms in his laſt Piece, p. 33. © hat 


« all ſuch Pumſhment is agamſt the Intereſt of 


« Society, i. e. it is againſt the Intereſt of 

Socicty o p prniſh what 1s miſchievous and 
dangerous to SULICTY. 

So fruitful of Contradictions is the Pen of 

this great Genius: In his a Letter he proves 


that the Book called Chriſtianity as old as 
the Creation, was miſchievous and dangerous 


To Society, and tended to diſturb the Public 


cc 


cc 


Peacc, and ther efore would have been thought 
worthy by the learned and polite Ancients of 
the laſt Puniſhment ; and he farther tells us, 
that 25 were the Maxims, theſe the Prin- 
ciples, which the Light of Nature ſuggeſted, 
* which Reaſon dierte, Sc. And yet in ſpite 
of the Authority of the learned and polite An- 
ciciits, in ſpite of Maxims, Light of Nature, 
aud Dice tes of Reaſon, he unaccountably 


cc 
Ch 


40 


veers about, and frenvoully eſpouſes the very 
oppoſite Notion, iS. that all fuch Punifh- 


p. 54. 


8 
* Ment 


p a - CR" ">" Wb 4 
ed oe at 


« ment (of this very individual Author) 75 
« againſt the Intereſt of Society, Truth, and 
« Religion itſelf. 


I would not be thought to eſpouſe Perſe- 
cution of any ſort, but only to expoſe the 


Inconſiſtency of this great Reaſoner, and his 


manifeſt Injuſtice in charging me with miſ- 


| repreſenting his Meaning. 


And having thus cleared myſelf from one 
groundleſs Aſperſion, I come to retort the 


Charge in a more material Inſtance. 


26. I had ſaid, p. 39. This (viz. commit- 


fing them to the Flames ) would have been the 
= Judgment of the polite Ancients againſt Wri- 


Cc 


A 


tings leſs hurtful than yours appear to be; Eg 


and I own 1 know of no Principle of Chrifti- 
5 anity, no Maxim of Reaſon, no Law of So- : 


« crety, that will obſtruct the Sentence. 

This harmleſs Mark of Reſentment, coun- 
tenanced and practiſed by the oreareſt Advo- 
cates for Liberty in the World, our own Hou- 


Fes of Parliament, was the rigorous Sentence 


which the . affirmed © no Principle 


” of Chriſtianity, &c. would obſtrut?. 
How has the Remarker heightened this 


juſt and loweſt Mark of Diſpleaſure into the 
moſt exalted Degree of Perſecution? *I am 


Far (ſays he) from affirming with our Obſer- 


* vator, that theſe Principles (viz, puniſbing 
«© Men for Op1mons and holy Wars) are agree- 


able to Chriſtianity, the Maxims Y Reaſon, 
66 and the Laus of Society. © 


A Man 1 


| * ra 4 1 
ECD. > 4 tht 
G 


A Man who can thus make the Ob/ervator 
affirm what his Words will not poſſibly bear, 
what his Mind never once conceived, and 
what his Heart always abhorred, ſurpaſſes 
every Inſtance of Polemic Sagacity that I ever 
yet heard of, and deſerves all the Reputation 
and Glory that ſuch a deep and quick Pene- 
tration can entitle him to. 5 
27. But ſtill our Author goes on in the 
ſame charitable Strain, and to maintain the 
Conſiſtency of his Character from firſt to 
laſt, ſcarce quotes a Word without ſome no- 
table Variation. Thus, p. 34. © For my Per- 
4 ſon, he is willing to commute the Puniſhment 
from Exile Abroad to Confinement at Home; 
my Words are © Continuance at Home, p. 41. 
But if J had happen'd to have uſed the Word 
which he has been pleaſed to ſubſtitute, what 
an Uproar ſhould we have had? it could have 
meant nothing leſs than downright Impr:- 
ſenment; and I cannot account for the Alte- 
ration, but from his Willingneſs to infuſe 
the ſame good-natur'd Notion into his Rea- 
28. In his 35th Page the Remarker thinks 
* that Men are not leſs amiable for ſome par- 
< ticular Sentiments ; if theſe particular Sen- 
timents are erroneous and important, I muſt 
beg leave to be of a different Opinion; for 1 
look upon Error to be to the Mind what De- 


formity is to the Body; and tho the Misfor- 


| 0 tunes of the one and the Miſtakes of the 
1 EE 2. = 
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other deſerve * Compaſſion; yet I be- 


lieve no ſenſible Man can be fond of Defor- 
mity, or enamour'd with Error, tho' invo- 
luntary ; we can indeed diſtinguiſh between 


the Man and his Errors, and if they ate of 
no conſequence to Religion or Society, can 
ſtill tetain a ſincere Affection for him. 


But where the Errors are wilful, and of 


ſuch a nature as will deſtroy the Vitals of 
Religion, and conſequently the true Intereſt 
of Society, that Man muſt have but a ſlender 


Affection either for his God or Country, who 


can hug ſuch Enemies to both in his Boſom, 


whoſe Principles manifeſtly tend to diſturb 


the Peace of the Community, and to tear up 
the Foundation of all true Religion, _ 


Self-defence juſtifies our Caution againſt 


all frank Profeſſions of Enmity, and Chri- 
ſtianity teaches us © to forſake Father and Mo- 
ther, and every thing that is dear, for the 


« Name of Chriſt, Matth. xviii. 29. But in 


the Caſe before us we do not forſake a Friend, 


but a pretended Friend forſakes us, © in de- 
* claring ( openly ) againſt all Advocates for 


_ * Orthodoxy, as Enemies to Publick Peace and 


Liberty, which is in effect to attack in a 


hoſtile manner all thoſe Chriſtians who ſhall 
pireſume © zo hold faſt that Form of found 

* Words which was once delivered to the 

Saints. e 


29. Since in the next place our Remarker 


diſclaims all ſorts of Retractation, p. 38. but 


What 
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what he has already made,and thar is deemed 


altogether unſatisfactory; ſince he ridicules 
the Plan that was defigned. to ſhew him 
what ſort of a Recantation the Chriſtian 
World expected from him, without confi- 
ning him to thoſe very Words as he diſinge- 
nuouſſy aſſerts; all that I can ſay to theſe 
Points is, that this firm Reſolution againſt 
all future Alteration of Opinions, is a Mark 
of greater Obſtinacy than can be charged 
upon the moſt rigidly orthodox, and looks 
as if the Remarker thought himſelf infalli- 
bly certain of the Truth of his preſent Te- 
nets, which does not become one who has 


told us, That from the nature of Things 


« Reaſon never was or could be received as 
a perfect Rule of Life in any Age or Coun- 


<« try whatſoever. Letter, p. 5 J. 
30. The ſucceeding Remark. is fo exqui- 


ſitely fine, that it is difficult to ſee the Edge 
of it: © No Recantation (it ſeems) will ſatisfy 


« the OvJervator but what carries Crime and 


* Guilt with it, To ſpeak the Truth, I can 


ſee no cauſe for a Retractation e ee there 
is no Error to be retracted; and every Error 


about Religion carries, in my Opinion, more 


or leſs Guilt along with it; ; for I cannot yet 


be convinc'd of the Truth of that faſhionable 
Doctrine, the Innocence of Error: And ſo 
I leave. the Remarker to make the beſt Uſe 
he can of his own curious Remark, and my 


ingenuous Confeſſion of the Truth of it. 


i Sl ge 31. The 


31. The next Gurtes paid to the 
Obſervator is, All that this good Man aims 
© of is to make me odious and deteſtable to 
every Body. If it had been worded, to male 
Bis Opinions odious and defeſtable , 1 mould 
have own'd the Charge; but as to making 
his Perſon ſo, I diſclaim the Impuration 
but if ſome degree of Coldneſs and Diſefteem 
5 e on a Man, who uſes the moſt 
| table Defenders of Chriſtianity as ſo ma- 
ny Bigots, Enthufiaſts, and Perſecutors; who 
treats the Religion which they believe and 

maintain to be derived from God, as a Bun- 
dle of human Inventions impoſed on the 

World by a Set of dogmatical Prieſts; this is 

not the Fault or Intent of the Obſervator, 3 

but the neceflary Conſequence of ſuch i inju- : 
rious Impurations. 

My Hatred reaches no farther chan to. ſet 


dis Notions in a true Light; and the Sum 


total of what he calls 40 Pages of Railing, 


amounts to no more than what I then ſin- 


cerely eſteemed, and ſtill judge to be, a full 
Demonſtration of the Inconfiſtency of his 

Principles with the Truth of Chriſtianity ; 
and a frank Declaration of my Opinion of 


the real Sentiments that muſt be entertained 
by this Gentleman, if he thinks Omg 
with what he writes 
And that II am not fingular | in my Senti- 5 
ments, either of this Writer, or his Opinions, 
] dare 1 988 to all His Readers of Diſcern- 


ment; 1 


»» n 2 | 
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ment; and ſhould there be ſome few out of 
the Number, who, upon weighing the Me- 
rits of the whole, could eſteem the Author 


of the Letter, and the ſubſequent Defences of 
it, to be ſuch a real Chriſtian as firmly be- 
lieves Chriſtianity to be a Religion foretold by 
Prophecies, confirmed by Miracles, and founded 
upon divine Authority, then I will confeſs that 


I think differently from a very ſmall Part of 
Mankind; but ſtill am ſecure of the Concur- 
_ rence of a great Majority with me; and, 


what is of infinitely greater weight, of the 


Concurrence of Reaſon, Scripture, and An- 
tiquity ; from the two latter of which a true 
Delineation of Chriſtianity can only be 
drawn; and the former will teach us, that a 


_ Draught ſo taken is abſolutely inconſiſtent 


and irreconcilable with Fiction, Lying, and 


Fabie, which may properly be painted as the 


Attendants of Impoſiure, but can never ſtand 


in the ſame Piece with Sincerity, Truth, and 
Singleneſ of Heart, thoſe inſeparable Com- 


panions of Chriſtian Morality. 5 

332. That the Scriptures are not of abſolute 

and uni ver ſal Inſpiration, p. 38. which is the 

principal Teſt that the Remarker will vouch⸗- 


ſafe to give us of his Attachment to Chriſti- 


anity, is an Article that, I believe, every Ene- 
my to revealed Religion will readily ſub- 


ſcribe; rherefore it cannot be fatif- 
factory in the preſent Caſe, which has given 
ſo much Offence to all cordial Chriſtians, 


1 „ will 
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33. Iwill not preſume to recommend any 
more Forms of Recantation, ſince my laſt 


vas received with ſuch fierce Indignation; 


but I will ſtill venture to propoſe an Exam- 


ple, which will be no Diſcredit to any one 


Who ſhall have the Ingenuity to follow it; it 


is of no leſs a Man than Eraſmus, whom our 


Remarker juſtly admires, as one of the greateſt 
Men that ever hiv'd*; this excellent Writer 
having dropt ſome unguarded Expreſſion, 
that ſeemed to charge the Apoſtles with For- 


getfulneſs, made the following ingenuous 


Declaration, - Nunc teſtor me abhorrere ab 
% ulla oblivione tribuendd Apoſtolis : I now te- 


46] ftify that I heartily at diſclaim all Thoughts of 


« imputing any Forgetfulneſs, to the Apoſtles. 


Eraſ. Op. Lug. Bat. 1706. Vol. 9. p. 1073. 
In Imitation of which great Example, eve- 
Ty. good Man will take the firſt Opportunity 


of wiping off the very Suſpicion of entertain- 
ing dangerous Errors, whether juſtly or inju- 
riouſly charged upon him; and whoever re- 
fuſes to make an explicit Ron of his | 
Sentiments after having given juſt cauſe of 
Offence, ought not to complain of injurious 
Treatment if he ſhould happen to be told that 


he labours under a diſadvantageous Character. 


34. The Remarker concludes with what he 


; n an home IThruſt at me under the Cha- 


racter of a modern Phariſee; but I flatter my 


ſelf that the Application was never more im- 


Aa Some Remarks, þ. 67. e 
| , coals 
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properly made than in the preſent Caſe: 1 do 
not remember that I ever boaſted in Phariſa- 
ical Strains of my Life being as exemplary and 
« as agreeable to the Rules of the Goſpel as that 
F the 70 zealous Champion of it b. I cannot 
recollect that I ever arrogantly i challeng d the 
World © 70 charge me' with any Falſhood, or 


1 J. reachery i in Friendſoip, with the refuſal 3 


any good Office in my Power, any Aft of Hu- 
e manity or Courteſy to any of theme. Had 1 
with a true phariſaical Conceit and Pride of 
Heart, and with equal Contempt of others; 
| boaſted to the World in Strains like theſe; 1 
ſhould with Shame have taken the Character 8 
of the old Pheriſee to my ſelf. „ 
And as to the fear of A Remarker's being | 
: deoiured by me, there would have been juſt 
Grounds for it, had I ever ſolemnly declared 
War againſt a whole Profeſſion at once; had 
I faithfully promiſed © ever to quarrel with all 
whom I ſhould think proper to call dagmati- 
cal Divines©; had I ſhewn my Teeth upon all 
Occaſions to be Spears and Arrows, and given 
| conſtant Proof in every Debate that my Tongue 
was a ſharp Sword; otherwile let the Impu- 
tation fall where it will better fit, and let not 
me rob a Man more worthy of fuch a d; Rin- 


5 guiſping Part of his Character. 


With regard, laſtly, to my Prayer, which 


the Remarker kindly lengthens out from leſss 


than one to four compleat Pages, 40; as it 
> Defence, p. 3, 4. Remarks, p. 36. 4 Defence, p. 5. 
85 NE proceeded 


| * Chriſtions may be led into the way of Truth. 


proceeded from a Chriſtian Principle, ſo it 
was offer'd up with a cordial Sincerity, which 2 
I hope will reſcue it from the Imputation 
* being either abominable to God or ridicu- 
« lJous ro Man. And however this Gentleman 
may contemn ſuch Addrefles to God, I till 
think it my Duty to offer them up both for 
him and for all Conditions of Men, that 
« all of them who profeſs and call themſelves 


I have now gone thro every thing mate. 
rial, and if I have ſhewn that all the Remar- 
ker's Exceptions are either falſe, trifling, or 
inconcluſive, as I think they will appear to 
every impartial Reader, then the Charge in 
the Obſervations will be allowed to remain in 
Ng. - — — Ä 8 
That the Reaſoning of the Author of 
ce the Letter, &c. againſt the Plan of Reli- 
“ gion laid down by the Author of Chriftia- 
ce rity as old as the Creation, proves with e- 
„ qual Force againſt his own Notions, and 

nas effectually demonſtrates the Abſurdity 
& and Immorality of them. 5 


5 E R RA TU M in the Obſervations, Page 4. Line to. 
for Tenderneſs read Readineſs. In this Reply, Page 4. 
Line 1. for wrote read written. * 
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